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LONDON, MARCH 21, 1863: al 


A SEER A ee 
‘Tue Merrororrran and Provincrat Law Assocta- 
iow has presented to the House of Commons a petition 
inst the “ Bill to prohibit the issue of writs for actions 
debt in the Courts, for sums of less ‘than 
twenty ” It is as follows :— 

“That this association is composed of nearly 800 practising 
orneys and solicitors in England and Wales, and that its ob- 
‘are to promote the interests of suitors by. the better and 

omical administration of the law, and to maintain 
ts and increase the usefulness of the profession. 

; your’ petitioners have examined the provisions of a bill 

ore honourable House, proposing to prohibit the 
of writs for actions of debt in the superior courts for 
sums of less than twenty pounds, unless by the leave of one of 
the judges of the superior courts, and to transfer the concur- 
rent jurisdi of the superior courts, in the cases hereinafter 
mentioned, tothe county court of the district in which the 
plaintiff resides or carries on business. 

That actions for sums under £20 must, as the law now 
stands, be brought in the county court, under the penalty of 
the loss of all costs to a succ plaintiff, except in cases in 
which the superior courts have concurrent jurisdiction. 

That this concurrent jurisdiction was preserved to the su- 

ior’ courts by 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 128, in cases “ where 
the plaintiff dwells more than twenty miles from the defend- 
ant, or where the cause of action did not arise wholly, or in 
some material point, within the jurisdiction of the court within 
which the defendant dwells or carries on his business at the 
time of the action brought,” for the purpose of preventing the 
expense and inconvenience to the plaintiff or defendant, of 
having to attend at a distance from home. 

That this concurrent jurisdiction under £20 has been re- 
tained by all the subsequent County Court Acts, and a doubt, 
arising from the language of the 13th section of the 13 & 14 
Vict. ¢. 61, as to the right of plaintiffs to recover their costs of 
action in the superior courts in such cases, has been expressly 
inure Ready Byaicad yf tale 8 Sieh, 54, 

t e present proposes to throw the expense 
and inconvenience of attending at a distance upon the defend- 
ant in the first instance, stil], as this is only on the condition 
of the plaintiff giving security for costs, it would place in the 
way of plaintiffs an obstacle (in poor cases probably often an 
insurmountable one) before being able to so sue for a just debt. 
Security for costs has scarcely ever been hitherto required, ex- 
cept from plaintiffs out of the jurisdiction, 9 

That by @ writ from a superior court, judgment may always 
be obtained for an undisputed debt in eight days, and execu- 
tion issued in eight more, without the expense of any proof, 
and often at a less cost than in the county court. In the latter 
Cc there being there no procedure analogous to appearance 
in default of which judgment can be signed, the plaintiff (unless 
the defendant expressly consents) is compelled, after an inter- 
val of often. a whole month, to attend the court to prove his 
undisputed debt. And ‘it often arises that when so attending 
he.finds the summons has not been served. In the superior 
court he employs his own agent, over whom he has control, to 
serve the process; but. in tlie county court he is compelled to 
trust this to the bailiff. If the summons has been served, he 
obtains judgment for payment, perhaps by instalments so 
small as not to be worth the trouble of enforcing. 

That the expense of obtaining judgment in the superior 
court, in an undefended country action, for a debt not exceed- 
ing £20, is £3 148. 8d.; and if execution is required (which is 
rarely the case), an additional £1 2s. 8d., and 1s. in the pound 
to the sheriff upon the amount he actually procures by the 


That in this action the plaintiff has no personal trouble or 
po oon whatever, his attorney doing everything for him, and 
That 


= recovera! = with the debt. : 

expense of such a proceeding, if no attorney 
is employed, ‘would not exceed £1 16s., and the sheriff's 
poundage, if incurred. 

That in the county court the court fees alone for. plaint and 
hearing are 2s,.10d, in the pound—ie., £2 2s. 6d. on @ debt 
ot £15, besides the expense of proving the debt in all cases 
where defendant has not expressly consented to judgment, and 





1s, 6d. in the pound on the whole amount of the debt; for 
execution, whether productive or not. : 

That in addition:to this the plaintiff has to conduct his own 
case t by atthb: tial of Maing mitneuteel,sas #b-pnpiie 
attorney (say) £3 costs, £2 5s. of which he cannot* recover 
from the defendant. The only attorney’s fee allowed:on taxa~ 
tion is 10s. or 15s.,:according to the amount of the debt. 

That in executions from the superior court the plaintiff : 
the selection of the sheriff's officer, and the number 
officers, the competition that exists among them, the 
action, and the of the poundage depending . on 
of eg generally prevent neglect, delay, or 
conduc’ 

In the county court, when the plaintiff has paid 
age, the levy awaits its turn among numerous others, 
defendant's goods are probably zemoved before the 
put in» force, and this without any provable “ 
vance, or omission,” on the part of the bailiff, so that 
plaintiff has no redress. 

That in this way fees, amounting in all: to 4s. 
pound on the debt; are continually being paid: to 
court, and the expense of witnesses incurred, 
plaintiff’s deriving any beneficial result. 

That in case an‘action in the superior court for a debt 
exceeding £20 is defended, it can be, and usually is, tried at 
very small expense before the sheriff.of the county where 
action is brought, under the provisions of the 17th section of 
the 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 42. In the Sheriffs’ Court attorneys 
have audience, and it is not usual to employ counsel, 

That so great are the advantages of the superior court, that 
it is a constant: practice for plaintiffs to sue there for debts 
under £20 in cases not within the concurrent jurisdiction, and . 
to bear their own costs. 

Your petitioners humbly venture to submit that’ plaintiffs 
should have the option in all cases in which court ‘to bring 
their action. Bidens maine 

Your petitioners are aware that t arguments apply to 
the ahaa!” county court jurisdiction, but they would humbly 
submit that regard should be had to the points they have 
stated before any addition be made to that jurisdiction, 

Your petitioners therefore humbly pray that your honourable 
House will be pleased not to pass the said “ Billto prohibit the 
issue of writs for actions of debt in the superior courts for sums 
of less than £20,” 

The petition was signed by. Mr. Thomas Avison, the 
Chairman, and Mr. William Shaen, the Deput -Chair- 
man, of the Association, and Mr. Philip fA ea 
the Secretary of the Association. 


A commrrres or THE Brisrot Law Socretr has also 
had under its consideration Mr. Bouverie’s Writs Pro- 
hibition Bill, and has caused to be printed and circn- 
lated the following objections to it, viz.— 

1, The truth of the preamble of the bill that,“ it is desirable 
to protect debtors from being sued in the superior courts of 
common law for sums not exceeding £20,” is denied. The 
whole course of legislation between debtor and creditor from 
the Act abolishing arrest on mesne process, in 1888, down to 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, has uniformly been in favour of 
the debtor at the expense of the creditor, and’ the present 
mensure is not called for by the mercantile and commercial 
public. 

2. The present system of allowing creditors to suc their 
debtors, where they are twenty miles apart, for debts under 
£20, in the superior courts, has been found eminently. usefu 
Reference to the judicial statistics of the country will 
that not more than 29,100 “ appearances ” to 114,301 writs of 
summons issued in the year 1861 (or one in four) were 
entered, proving that in the vast m y of cases the mere 
service of the writ is effectual to bring about a settlement of 
the debt sued for. At present the superior courts juriédiction 
is only concurrent with that of the county courts, and suitors 
already resort to the latter, except in cases where the proceed- 
ing there entails greater inconvenience and expense, 

3., In the county courts there is no system of * judgment by 
default ” under £20, as is the casé in the superior courts, and 
as no notice is given befurchand of the defendant’s intention to 
adinit or dispute a debt, a plaintiff has to come to eourt'at the 
day of hearing with his witnesses prepared to» prove his dase , 
though, us is very: frequently the case, the defendant at once 
admits the debt, and only asks time to pay) by smallinstal- 


amepts, an with 
4. The inconvenience thus occa sioned to creditors (and still 
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more 80 to those who live at a distance from the court town 
in procuring the attendance of perhaps their traveller who 
seinen ee delivered the pe ah arabe 
porters, who an i 80 great 
that creditors frequently would forego claims under £20 rather 
than be put to the trouble and expense of suing in the county 


court for them 
5. The expense of suing for an debt of £10 in the 
county courts up to judgment is (where the defendant does not 





), as fixed by the rules, £2 5s., including the attorney's 
fee, or £3 8s. 6d. where counsel is employed lusive of wit~ 
nesses, which, whore a traveller has to be taken off a distant 
journey, may be as much more again; whereas the fixed costs 
of a judgment and default in the superior courts for any amount 
under £20 are £3 15s. only, which ineludes all attorney's 
costs. 


6. A writ of summons in the superior courts may be issued 
and served at any time, and judgment, in default of appear- 
ance, obtained in eight days from service; whilst, in the 
county courts, a summons can hardly ever be had returnable 
under a month from issuing, and in those towns where courts 
are held only every other month it sometimes happens to be 
nearly ten weeks between the issue of a summons and the 
hearing and judgment thereunder. 

7. The county courts have already as much work to do as 
they can manage, and if more is thrust upon them, an in- 
crease of jndges, and consequent cost to the country, must 
ensue. 

8. The liberty of the debtor is not affected by this measure, 
as at present a debtor cauinot be arrested by superior court 
process where the debt is under £20, 


Tae Committers or THe Mercantite Law AmeEnp- 
ment Society have just issued their annual report. It 
contains an elaborate criticism of the Bankruptcy Act, 
1861, describes its practical working as very defective, 
and attributes the failure of the Act to give satisfaction 
partly to inherent defects, but chiefly to the inefficient 
manner in which the law is administered. The report 
states the Bankruptcy Court to be in a worse condition 
than at any other period, and the committee contend 
that it will be useless to attempt any amendment of the 
bankruptcy laws without providing for the appointment 
of a chief judge, under whose presidency they may be 
administered with dignity and consistency. The pro- 
bable causes which led the House of Lords to refuse to 
sanction the appointment of a chief judge in 1861 are 
examined, and. the committee su circumstances 
under which that House might now be induced to con- 
sent to such an appointment. Grave defects in the 
penal clauses of the Act are rep out, and the neces- 
sity for an immediate ideration of the subject by 
Parliament is insisted upon, The committee express 3 
hope that if the Government degline to bring it forward 
Sir Fitzroy Kelly will undertake the task, and they 
state their conviction that in his hands the Bh eiye | 
would be satisfactorily dealt with. It is admitted on all 
hands that the Courts and Practice of Bankruptcy never 
have been, within the memory of any living lawyer, in 
such an unsatisfactory condition as at present. The 
law on many questions of the greatest practical im- 
portance is unsettled, confused, and be rwtors gros the 
machinery is for the most part unsuitable and not to be 
relied on ; the commissioners, as a class, do not command 
the confidence or respect of the public or the mercantile 
community ; the officers who have been introduced under 
the new regime gel waged without any ious ex- 
perience of legal and it is no wonder therefore 
that have not afforded satisfaction; while the 
recent job relating to the advertisements of the Court 
has given the coup de grace to every hope of amend- 
ment. The existing state of things is a com- 
mentary on the years of talking which law reformers 
bestowed on bankruptey grievances, and on schemes for 
their removal. 


A POINT “~ So aga BEEN RAISED pate whether a 
person can wit a "8 
warrant, for fraud, in ini FS rap 
tences with intent to defraud owner. Two cases 
recently came before the magistrates at the Westminster 





Se AS hk gg 
rants Laing bad eecrrenle teased teint aogechen. 
ca Tn one ae Arad Gc sh he soe 
other case My. Selfe, differing in opinion’ with Mr. 
fife apne atarne Pog pe A 
explaining the law upon the subj 


magistrates was, in my opinion 
extent correct in his view of the law ; but one acted: 


upon his opinion, if the reasons assigned were as repyr 
have heard 


Arnold was right in sa: there was no t 

hend, but, having the before him, he a 

the case and committed ur discharged him ; while Mr. Selfe 

was incorrect in saying there was a power to i 1, but 

be iveny properly disposed of the case. upon the merits in the 
inary way. ; 

The disputed point ‘arises, I believe, upon the of 
section 103 of the Larceny Consolidation Act of sen ise 
provides that “any person found comtnliting” Sis Oaon among 
others) may be immediately apprehended without a t 
by any person and taken before a justice ; and, further, that 
any person to whom any property is offered to be sold, pawned , 
or delivered, who suspects that an offence has been mitted 
with respect to it, may in like manner i dl pun 
offering it. Unless, therefore, the offender is either found ¢om- 
mitting the offence of obtaining property by false pret 
i. e., seen in the act of committing it, according to the 
the Lord Chief Justice in Horley v. Rogers (29 L. J, N. S_M. 
140, upon similar language in another Act the case, | 
sume, alloded to by Mr. Arnold), or is found offerin 
property for sale or pawn, he cannot be apprehended 
a justice's warrant. That view is also the one taken in the 
recent edition of an established magisterial work, wherein, under 
the head of “ false pretences,” after referring to the above 
enactment and case, it is said that this appreliension clause “ ig 
defective, and does not authorise the Be a rpengge of the person 
committing the offence after its commission, although the offen- 
der may have the property in his possession, tnless he offer to 
sell of pawn it.” f 

With regard to the second branch of the question—-whether a 
magistrate should hear @ charge against an uocused who hias not 
been brought before him in a manner—I ere there has 
been no direct decision one way or the other ; but I doubt not, 
as it is the almost universal practice to do so, that mi 
will act with perfect legality and safety if they hear any charge 
of an indictable offence without inquiring into the mode of the 
apprehension of the offender, which is properly the su for 
after inquiry in another court should the accused be acquitted, 
The terms of the Act regulating preliminary examinations 
before justices in such cases—the 11th and 12th Victoria, a 
42, sect. 17—will, Iapprehend, fully justify that course, It 
enacts “ That in all cases where any person shall appear or be 
brought before any justice of the peace, charged an indict- 
able offence, whether committed in England or Wales, or upon 
the high sens, or on land beyond the sea, or whether sach 
appears voluntarily upon summons, or k 
with or without warrant, or shall be in custody for 
any other offence,” such justice before 
holding him to bail, take the depositions of the witnesses, &c. 

In another communication to the same je Mr. 
Oke, referring to his previous letter, states that he 

Should have shown, for the information of non-professional 
readers, that, by the peculiar legal ingredients of the offence of 
obtaining property by false pretences, the offender cannot be 
said to be “ found committing” the offence (the wordsof the 
section authorising his ese ng without warrant),:for tho 
simple reason that the falsity of the statement alleged as the 
pretence is not discovered (except in rare instances). till.some 
time after the pretence is made and the property obtained. ; tor 
if the owner is aware at the time that thestatement is false the 


offence has not been committed. 

Tue systematic tourixe for lawyers’ agency business 
is becoming an intolerable and divgraceful nuisance. We 
are constantly receiving letters on the subject. This 
week we have received a batch (all from the country), 
enclosing a written circular, as tollows:— 


A solicitor of experience, chambers in the imme- 
aint vicinity ofthe public sie, begs moet Fepeotlly to ofr 
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one which ought to neorporated 
Law sara and is not likely to ‘he Ae: Be effectively 
by any other ee Bi in the profession. The council of 
the Incorporated , however, appear studiously to 


ace teenie with oy egy and the 


Hm cincurT cuANaES so long talked of have, we 
€, at last been resolved upon. ‘The Northern pe 
| Cirenits will cease to exist under their present 
The counties which they traverse are to 
two new cireuits—the Lancashire 





pm 
assizes at Neweastle, Durham, and York, with those at 
Lineoln, Nottingham, and Derby, from the Midland 
Cireuit. The remaining places on ‘the Midland Circuit 
—Onakham, Leicester, North n, and Warwick— 
are to be added to the Norfolk it. 

Ma. Sexzeanr Wranenam, the leader of the Parlia- 
mentary Bar, died on the 10th inst. The vacant leader- 
- we believe, falls by seniority to Sir W. Alexander, 





CAPACITY OF A DEFEASIBLE FEE SIMPLE TO BE 
moe Pitter OF WASTE BY DECLARA- 
ON OF INTENTION 
In the recent case of Blake v. Peters, before the Lords 
Justices (11 W. BR. 409), the doctrine of repugnaney 
provisions and conditions to the nature of the estate 
ioe are annexed, though acted on in some 
recent. cases (Holmes v. Godson, 8 G. M. & G. 167; 
, Barton er 3K. & J; 512), was not allowed te 
Ere tee point, decided in Blake v. Peters, in con- 
pet with the. jodgment of Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley (10. W. R. 396), was the validity of a proviso 
ganene by 8 testator to a devise in fee simple, ceasing 
estate, and giving it over, if the devisee should die 
issue living at his decease, or if he should cut 
er, except for necessary irs, The devisee cut 
cry to the prohibition, and died without 
Sa isee over filed a bill to make the assets 
of the first. devisce answerable for the value of the tim- 
ber, and. it was decreed accordingly. In. the case of 
Wright, before Vice-Chancellor Wood (John. 
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eld that the owner.of such a 
restrained from committing equi- 

waste, such as 2 agenda 4, mooie 
he was free to commit 


‘ ith right of such a tenant, in the ab- 
sence yng © nention the part of the 
mh by ere peo aoe estate created 

restrain such a tenant from exercising the legal 
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power of a tes- 


rch which - incident to the estate, was considered 
jane pon the principles which govern our 
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continuance learl 
— ‘Tint eae 


impeachable of waste seems me ee 


estate is thus coarcted, malicious or ur- 
some waste on his part, is prevented rts of Equi 
upon grounds, “Cdbraball v. Bud lie policy, an 
pro bone publico (Abrahall ¥ 2 oe It is 
a fallacy to refer the immunity of tenant in from 
which he ba pr prem my So Pe 3 
w fee-simple (see 
Wel Neh’ 742), as. the ee tt: 
pare oe te all the time between the Stat. de 
and the establishment of the power of alienation by 
mon recovery. The true ground: is, asi stated by 
Coke, ‘ beeause such tenants ofiginally, at common 
had a limited fee-simple, and when their estate 
eha by the Stat. de donis, there was not 
of ir power of doing waste; the Act 
alienation” (11 Rep, 8la, and see 3 
The power of testators to restrictions on the 
ae given, &p them. in neh: wellecleats 
© man can give an estate of i to another 
and make it, by his, declaration, not liable to the-iinci+ 
dents of curtesy and dower (10 Rep. 38 b, 6 Reps: 40a), 
He cannot create a new species of tenure, or: 
descendible in fee-simple, otherwise than according ta 
the general law, with a preference to the heits ex parte 
paterna a Preston's Estates, 472, 473); therefore, the 
maxim “eujus eat dare gus est disponere” must be re+ 
eeived with due reservation. Our law has. always dise 
the creation of new estates, having the 
racteristics of other te — o - 
tending unnecessarily te simplicity: 
rules of law, pra geen Steghrw mi hy the destruction of 
well-known boundaries, and calculated to prod 
veniences as regards the science of the law. 

If a testator wish to give an estate which shall be free 
from the incidents of dower or , or from the 
power of the tenant to commit ee 
furnish him with a ready aed. unddubtedly. effectual 
mode of so doing, by rstiting the agen 
to alife estate. But if, to suit of disposition, 
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legally inconsistent’ therewith, it may be. thought that 
kerk ae giving effect to _ intent, 
upholding estate, might we to carry 
the subordinate intention of papers to such estate 
qualifications inconsistent with: its 
seems to be due to the — 
nards (Law of Property, p 
question of waste; “a rivet» int 
tory devise, is tenant in fee up 
death; and that there is no ease of an 
visee in fee, with an exceutry d 
otal pave ee atte boar oa ona 
never have been bro against a tenant . 
however limited, and. it seems | ican 
eatoes i ee eee eS 
mags t ‘ , 
there must be a reversion: or res 
po which must continue: ia as 
at the time of the waste done (Bacon v. Smith, 1-Q. B. 
345). There cannot be pag 3 between a devisee 
in tee subject to.an executory devise, and the devisee 
over, the first. taker — ‘pro tempore” of the 


entire fee, and: no peda pete os om 
thereon (Co, Litt, 18a). No tenural link exists 
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The decision in the case of Blake vy. Peters, making 
the assets of the first devisee liable for the value of the 
timber felled by him, carries the doctrine of equitable 

ion, in cases where no relief could be obtained at 
aw, further than any case has ever before gone, and is 
therefore worthy of consideration. ‘It is believed that 
all the cases in which equity has enforced a claim against 
the assets of a deceased owner, in of legal waste, 
will be found to be those where, although there was 
difficulty in obtaining redress at law, in uence of 
the intervention of some estate which op a tech- 
nical objection to the pursuit of the legal remedy, yet if 
that impediment had been removed, the legal remedy 
could have been enforced; or the difficulty arose from 
the neglect of those whose duty it was to intervene to 
protect the remainderman, as in the case of trustees to 
support contingent remainders. But, in the case under 
consideration, there to have existed, upon legal 
principles, an original and inherent obstacle to the exist- 
ence of any legal right between the parties, arising as 
well from the absence of privity as from the impossi- 
bility of any liability arising at daw, whatever interven- 
ing obstacle might have been supposed, by equity, to 
have been removed. The effect of the decision seems to 
have been, to ground the relief, not so much on the 
sup) removal of obstacles which impeded the en- 
forcement of the legal right, but rather to have pro- 
ceeded on a principle which required, first, the creation 
of the legal right, and then the application of the equi- 
table remedy. The decision of Lord Hardwicke in Garth 
v. Cotton (1 W. & Tud. Lead. Cas. 451), was expressly 
oo on the fraud and collusion between the tenant 
or life and remainderman, and there was also the privity 
between the particular estate and the subsequent limita- 
tions. His Lordship also distinctly states that but for 
the interposition of the trustees to preserve contingent 
inders, there would have been no remedy for the 
wrong either at law or in equity, but inasmuch as the 
trustees had legal — which they might have enforced 
for the protection of the contingent remainderman, their 
neglect to perform their duty should not, in equity, be 
allowed to prejudice him. 

The decision in Turner v. Wright, that a fee defeasible 
by executory devise could be made punishable for equi- 
table waste, seems to have weighed strongly with the 
Vice-Chancellor Kindersley in Folding that there was 
no repugnancy in imposing a general restraint inst 
cutting timber. However, the doctrine of equitable 
waste has always been considered to be an extraordinary 
interference with legal rights, and to be supported, as 
far as it has —— the principle of intervening to 
prevent the jon of the subject matter, which, by 
the dispositive scheme, was destined to 
succession, and which, if equitable waste were not in- 
hibited, would no longer be the same thing which was 
intended to on to successive takers. The early 
cases point to public policy and “bonum publicum” as 
the grounds of the doctrine (Abrahall v. Bubb, 2 Freem. 
53). It does not, therefore, seem a necessary “ sequitur ” 
to the doctrine of Turner v. Wright, that a restriction on 
the ordinary husband-like felling of ripe timber, or 
what is understood by the term “ waste,” might be 
imposed on an estate of inheritance. The subject seems 
to have received the fullest discussion in the case of 
Atkyns ¥. Wright, on appeal in the House of Lords, ob- 
served upon or St. Leonards (Law of Property, p. 
376 et seq.). The doctrine supposed to have been esta- 
blished by Lord Hardwicke in Hobdinson vy. Litton, 3 Atk. 
209, and by the dictum of Lord Eldon in Habergham v. 
Stansfield, 10 Ves. 278, is clearly treated as untenable by 
the decision of the House. It is remarked by Lord St. 
Leonards (p. 388), that the opinion of Lord Eldon was 
in truth overruled by Lord Redesdale, and the sketch of 


go in a course of 


the latter noble and learned lord’s argument, which Lord 
St. Leonards has preserved (pp. 385, 386), proves that | 
the matter was handled with t research, and upon 
consideration of the ancient Couns i 





and principles of 


the law of real , and the scope of Lord Redes- 
dale’s degniiieali war ts Vs on incompatibility of a re- 
straint ape waste, with the nature of a determinable 
fee simple; and no inference appears to be deducible 
from his Lordship’s reasoning, that an attempt by a tes- 
pom bs im Avent a restraint bap have been me 
m the objection of repugnancy. If the question 
be considered as settled by the recent aectelan it weal 
seem to be another instance, added to many in our law, 
that deference to the wishes of a testator may often be 
carried to the extent of allowing effect to his Biesione: 
though anomalies may result therefrom, and pitta the 
symmetry of an ancient theory, whose guidance is still 
appealed to, may be thereby impaired. : 





STATISTICS OF THE COUNTY COURTS. 

The present constitution of the county courts has 
been framed in accordance with the recommendations of 
a commission which sat in 1833. A bill, embodying the 
substance of the corhmissioners’ report, was in eed 
in 1839, and again in 1842, but on both occasions with- 
out success. ‘The county courts then existing were of 
very early origin, having been founded, as is ey, 
supposed, by Alfred the Great. ‘They experienced litt 
of the general improvement of the national institu- 
tions, and were limited to their original jurisdiction for 
suits of 40s. until the report of the commission was acted 
upon. Now, the county courts enjoy very varied powers; 
they are courts of record, and -have an’ equitable ‘as 
well as a legal jurisdiction, extending to matters 
of bankruptcy,: contested cases of probate of wills, 
charitable trusts, and several other important classes of 
suits, The jurisdiction given to these courts, by the 
9 & 10 Vict, ¢. 95, whith was founded on the commis- 
sioners’ report, has been thus enl by various subse- 
quent enactments, so that the development of the prin- 
ciples upon which this Fa, were of local judicatures 
has been established may now be considered as tolerably 
complete. 

There are no returns from these courts’as to their 
transactions, either in insolvency, prior to the! 11th of 
October, 1861, or in bankruptcy since that date, when 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1861, came into operation. ‘This 
temporary omission appears owing to the circuitous 
sel of supplying the statistical returns prescribed by 
the Bankruptcy Act, which directs the registrars of’ the 
county courts to send their statistics to the chief regis- 
trar in London. The information, however, will of 
course be duly forthcoming in the next and 


ars. 
The total number of plaints entered in the county 
courts in the year 1861 was 903,957. This’ number 
comprises 82 causes sent from the superior courts. The 
causes determined with a jury were 923, and without a 
jury, 473,851. _The judgments were, for plaintiff, 
842,580 ; for plaintiff by consent, 191,328; for plai 
by default, 1,003 ; of non-suit, 9,827. The jud ts 
for defendant were 9,449. The total number of judg- 
ments thus was 554,182. Of judgment summonses 
there were issued 130,254; heard, 59,388, The number 
of debtors imprisoned was 8,635. The total amount 
for which plaints were entered was £2,168,3837.' ‘The 
total amount of fees on all proceedings was £277,148. 
An increase a in all the returns of these ‘courts 
for 1861. In the plaints this increase ‘amounts’ to 
121,578 or 15°5 per cent. on the number for 1860. ~~ 
A-jury was called for in one case wine By 518 in 1861; 
in one case in 434 in 1860. It cannot be inferred, how- 
ever, from this Re proportion of cases tried by 
‘a 


a jury that the Palladium of the British constitution 
has suffered any diminution of popularity with the 
bulk of the people.’ For in the place a jury can- 


not be had in these courts as of right, where the amount 
sued for is under £5. It requires, in the next pla 

the payment of a few shillings; and, as litigants. not 
themselves usually address. juries, the of 
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to a suit bie also mm ly rogrn lo 

proaching to a slight on j before. wh: 
the case is to be determined. don the ens 9 
amounts ‘for Which the great majority of plaints in 
these ,. courts are entered (the ave being only 
£2 7s. 11d.) must render parties unwilling to incur 
gg Hie ght ig es cong to the sum at issue. 

issue was for the plaintiff in 96°5 per cent. of the 

cases in 1861; in 96-1 per cent. in 1860, This extremely 
high proportion of issues for the plaintiff shows that 
these courts are’ resorted to rather as agencies for the 
collection of liquidated demands than. as tribunals for 
the determination of disputed questions of right. The 
niimber of Jadgunent perineaies ent an increase of 
12°6 per cent. above the ave: of the two precedin 
years; in the number of eidditionh against goods ‘hese 
was likewise an increase in 1861 of 18°0 per cent. over 
the like returns for 1860. 

Now that imprisonment for debt has been abolished 


as the more wealthy classes, one may rea- 
a 
extended 


advocates becomes necessary for that purpose. A. 
natural Sodlapaeed to d rhing 


ask why the like benefit should’ not be 
to those who stand most in need of it. 
The severity of the law as regards debtors com- 
mitted on the orders of county court judges has 
not, indeed, been much inyeighed against. But the 
cause of this is, we think, to be found in the fact, that 
_the attention of the public has not been sufficiently 
directed to it. The extinguishment of a: portion of a 
vicious system of credits would be but a trifling draw- 
back to the cessation of the expense and annoyance that 
at present may be inflicted on any defaulter before one 
of courts, however unwillingly or accidentally he 
3g have become such. 
n 1861 there were issued from these courts 129 war- 
rants to arrest absconding debtors; the number was 
. only 50 in 1860. Under the Charitable Trusts Act, on 
the hand, 16 matters only were heard ; while the 
pe under this head was 137 in 1860, and 140 in 
1859. 

Tt apy that there are still, in more or less active 
Operation, $4 of the ancient borough and manorial 
courts. In eight of these no business was transacted in 
the year 1861. But they are not all therefore feces- 
ily obsolete; for gos in 1860 no business was 

tted in eight of these courts, these were not 
all the ‘same as the inactive eight of 1861. It would 
appear that the that preside over these courts 
entertain a ‘livelier sense of the dignity of their judges 
than of the intercsts of their suitors. For in the 

ont Court Baron no business was transacted 
in 1861, in consequence of the death of the deput 
steward, and no successor having been a pointed, 
although in that.court 195 plaints were entered in 1860. 
In the’ Oswestry Court of Record one plaint only 
was entered for £4. In some of these courts, however, 
a considerable amount of business is done. The Sherifts’ 
Court of London is classed in the statistics with the 
borough and manorial courts. But we do not see the 
fogic of classing an active metropolitan court with a 
number of antiquated and effete tribunals. The amount 
of eosts and fees in these coutts was u s of 24-0 
r cent. upon the amount of ‘debt recovered. In the 
| Mayor’s Court the number of actions entered was 
ejectnents, 6. ‘The total amount sought to 
was £80,084. The number of i 
attachments entered was 722 for a total amount’ of 
£316,404. Nearly half of these were settled by the 
“parties out of court. ‘There was an increase generally 
in the business of the Court forthe past year. 

The judges of the county courts possess the very 
peculiar power of ing that a judgment, when reco- 
wered by the iff, if under £20, be paid by instal- 
mients, ae ould ‘not desire this Bec ty of re 
diction of county court judges to one away 
ayen apes ah sbaiion of alteration of thet nt 
*" powe ‘imprisonment. On the other hand; 


3,980; 
be 


relating to. these tribunals are sileiit as to. 
the judges 





er, of 
to direct interest to accrue unti alt the in 
stalments are paid. There o 


t to be - 
sions in respect. of this important item. Ferg Ee 
sive powers with reretes to the i apie ‘interest 
would be a substitution for the present arbitrary 
authority of the j of these courts to imprison the 
defaulting portion of their suitors. 





UPON THE RIGHT OF BEARING AND: CHANGING 
NAMES: 


It is a curious coincidence that at the same time that 
the question of ‘the ‘right ‘of — one’s fame 
—viewed in its legal bearings—has agitated’ in 
this country, it has been discussed with it ‘spirit 


and research in a where such receive a 
more antiquarian and exhaustive treatment from philo- 
sophical jurists, than is given to them in’ this country. 
A very elaborate essay on the subject, from the’ pen ‘of 
Dr. Robert Hermann, of Jena, has “recently ‘ap- 
ared in ree | l ; periodical.* As:the topic 
is at present of consi le interest to English lawyers, 
and very little relating to it is to be found in our re- 
ported cases or text books, we apo that 
translation of this essay would be to 
readers. It is as follows :— . 


It is a peculiar phenomenon how the inclination of 
jurists for the investigation and independent exhibition 
of many doctries lasts undiminished for generations, 
while other questions, not less pracees? and important to 
daily life, never receive more than a step-motherly treat- 
ment, and this only when occasioned by unavoidable ne- 
cessity, and ending with it. The enunciation of Byn- 
kershék—“ Tanta et prisco evo fuit et nostro est nomi- 
num insolentia et varietas, tam fortuita et ignota sepe 
origo, ut quod de hominibus agitur, modeste sit agendum 
—holds true, to this day, of nomenclature, as well in 
historical and social as in legal relations. Even theslight 
interest formerly taken in the treatment of the juridical 
side of nomenclature seems latterly to have grown fainter. 
The old jurists who commented on the Roman codes of 
law or wrote and taught according to the system of so- 
called legal order, occasion to quote a few sentences 
from Roman sources upon the laws of bearing, choos- 
ing, and changing names, which took the form of tra- 
ditional doctrine, are almost universally and 
are handed down without Ps Dees to the altered circum- 
stances of domestic and public life. A number of dis- 
sertations were based upon them, similar in their point 
of view, character, and results. The work of T, ). 
Wiarda, “ On German Christian and Family Names,” 
may be looked upon as the goal and apex of this tendency. 
Since then the legal interest in nomenclature appears— 
with the exception of its relation to criminal law—cer- 
tainly in a civil-legal point of view, to be altogether 
doubted, at least in, the new compendiums of the so- 
called common ciyil law, as well asin those of German 

rivate law. Scarcely an allusion or casual remark is 
‘ound in one German country, so far as is known to the 
author, except the kingdom of Saxony, where the com- 


ree law is still * pe Piha Chis ohitieee 
there respecting the choice, > an a 
ve occasion to judicial decisions and smaller yom: 0 
iseussions, To these Einert added a critical treati 
whose publication he looked upon as a for further 
Siecension, Gh She Fee Set h, so far as is 
known to us, has ined hitherto 4 . 
If one looks from this shrinking of from our 


question to the views diffased and prevailing in common 
life, and, before all, to the decisions which are found in 
the recent conpendiums of law, and the schemes of 
law which have been, made publi, every doubt 


von Fr y 





* Arculy flr die yan doe 2 
Linde, Mittermaier, Renaud v. Vangerow. . 
Zweiten ite Heidelberg: Akademische Verlagshandiung von 1. C. B 
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as to whether nomenclature possesses a legal, and espe- 
cially a civil-legal, side and getline, totes entirely 
disappear, and the view of the existence of a law of 
nomenclature be confirmed. To discuss the law of no- 
menclature, particularly the legal questions concernin 
acquirement, bearing, choice and change of names, and, 
by consideration of Rinert’s challenge, even to awaken 
new strength for it, is the principal object of this trea- 
tise. At the first glance, a legal interest, and there- 
with the capability of an independent treatment, will 
not be denied this question ; but I hold the discussion 
interesting also in some of its bye-relations, ‘I believe 
that this doctrine stands in close relationship to the 
doctrine of firms, and isa basis for it; here, then, if 
anywhere, a truly common German law of custom 
appears demonstrable in certain and manifold directions ; 
and lastly, the thought of adding to or revising common 
German private law-matter, though very moderate in 
compass, yet of importance to practical life, is not with- 
out its charm. 
Sect. 2.—Risz anp Funcrion or Names. 

Names are as old as the human species. They were 
produced by social intercourse, and the consequent ne- 
cessity of designating individuals speedily and surely 
in conversation—of distinguishing them from one ano- 
ther—of keeping them in remembrance. ‘Therein lies 
the chief meaning and the chief end of names, in all 
times and among all nations. The enunciation of the 
Roman source of law—“ Nomina significandorwm homi- 
num gratia reperta sunt,” or “ad recognoscendos 
singulos nomina comparata sunt publico consensu flows 
therefore from the nature of the thing, and must 
not be understood of a positive Roman legal decree 
which might have been replaced by other decrees. 
The necessity of designating the individual surely, and 
thereby distinguishing him from every other, begins 
with the moment of his birth, and becomes from day to 
day more pressing. This explains the fact that in 
every nation known to us a name is given to the 
new-born immediately or soon after birth. The oldest 
German-written law, the Lex Salica, mentions this 
custom; necessity has continued it to the present day. 
As to-day, so in the oldest times, the act of giving a 
name must have been a solemn one, for the name re- 
ceived was an inseparable attendant through life, the 
surest and almost the only means of preserving and 
handing down the deeds of this life to the latest 
posterity. Since the adoption of Christianity the act is 
combined in Germany with baptism. These so- 
called baptismal, or proper, or fore-names are there- 
tore the oldest, ne were amongst our forefathers 
for centuries the only names. But the object could 
not often be attained completely, and under all 
circumstances, by one name only. For however 
capable the German language was of furnishing an end- 
less abundance of fore-names, and of continually Py - 
ducing new ones, yet it lies in the nature of the thin 
that the old well-known and celebrated names should 
be adopted by preference, should be transmitted from 
time to time, and thus brought into use a hundred, 
perhaps @ thousand-fold. Now the one name, which 
existed repeatedly, perhaps Lik ny act in the same 
family, in the same company, in the same district, could 
no longer fully fulfil its object. ‘To distinguish the 
nam from ‘each other, to prevent errors mis- 
understandings of and about persons of like names, an 
innate necessity led to the employment of so-called 
nicknames, The character of these nicknames is entirely 
different to that of the baptismal name. They arose 
for individuals from a casual want, with its cessation 
they disappeared, with its change they changed. 

In the ecarse of centuries, however, these nick-names, 
at first casual and fluctuating, have become, especially 
from the power or the n ty of designating and dis- 

ishing from each other by as simple secure & 
means as possible the d branches of individual 


families, the basis of our birth, or family, of general or 





} of the tribunal of the 





lineal names; and this custom has obtained such ® 
compass and such strength, now everyone. without 
exception ‘has such a surname or general name, and ac- 


cording to the ordering of our viele public. legal con- 
dition, must have. a 

Since the fifteenth century, therefore, essentially two 
kinds of ncmes for persons come under consideration, the 
so-called fore or baptismal or proper name, and the. so- 
called family or eral name. About each kind 
Tonal 0m according to gp ve omy a number crf 

rules, or to express it otherwise, nO 
each person towards his name (as well el ge ily 
name) is decided by positive law. These legal rules are 
now to be sought for and collected, first, those for fore- 
names, then those for general names, 

‘2 Secr. puma gg oR ar Te ) 

uestions relating to the choice uirement 
peated changing of fore names a of very 
infrequent occurrence. The following are at least prac- 
tically possible ; the answer to them, however, is hardly 
matter of doubt. 

(1.) The decision of a fore name lies with the’ parents 
of children born in wedlock—and in case these cannot 
agree on the name to be F hbome ed the father in right of 
his power as a father and householder. Under all cir- 
cumstances the mother decides on the name of an ille- 
gitimate child. 


(2.) Neither common nor particular law imposes any 
restraint on the choice of a name unless ore on 
the prohibition which lies in the nature of the thiz 
against bestowing a egies: improper or i 
name, or one injurious to the or to religion, as 
restraint ; as little does the common law e any 


restraint on the number of names to be given to an in- 
avi as in former times has happened in parti 
aw. 

(3.) It is an almost unbroken eustom to retain and 
bear throughout the fore name once received. But I 
deny the right to change or exchange it for another 
name arbitrarily, and without further ceremony, and I 
stamp that custom as a legal duty. On this point I haye 
all the writers upon the laws which govern names for 
adversaries. As I believe that an alteration or 
of the Christian name by legal means is to be j of 
from the same point of view as the alteration of the 
family name, I shall discuss it with the latter subject. 

I know of no laws in Germany upon the choice, 
bearing, and change of fore names. -however, 
has an express law concerning fore names, account 
of the generally similar formation and meaning of. B 
in modern Europe, and of the slight know. of this 
law diffused over Germany, it may be in’ to see 
kow a legislature treats this point. fs 

The following is the French law relative to fore names 
(prénoms) and change of names. Of the Il. Germ‘nal 
of the year 11, : 

Art. 1. Dating from fhe pubticason of the present law, 
the names in use in the different calendars, and those of 
well-known persons of ancient history, alone yi re- 
ceived as fore names on the registers of I de- 

ent destined to verify the birth of children, and it 
is forbidden to public officers to admit any others into 
ore E eee actually bears, aa a fo 
. Ey. n who as a fore 
name, either the name of an pts family, or any 
name whatsoever which is not comprehended in, 
description of the preceding article, may ad 
change, on conforming to the dispositions of that same 
article. 


Art. 3. The change will take place after a judgment 
district (arrondissement), which 
wilh order the eamestion of the: ype the civil 

partment. is judgment wi iv: commis- 
sary os the gorceament bering beer poet 


ese Sens on a si “ 
Ww 






he is of ¢ or emaneipat 


and mother, or guardian, if he is 4 minor. 











weer wu worry * oT ~o — See: 


So & § =p oF 





° 











DEEDS OF ‘ARRANGEMENT—BANKRUPTCY ACT, 
We ask the attention od bet catenin tahoe 


cubdanh ta: Meahadadas oes received from a corres- 

pondent at Mt eh Ry lr RR 

expressions of of the very novel and im 

the fllowing i decided, ia the case, of w 

“wausn Be ape court judge at Birmin; 
6 

ham, Met, ae eal the Coucaiedipiiers "tt 

timers Cone, he lowing were te ft 

| A debtor had: executed a composition deed, and h 


Saeed ps oie pear titre oh the Bankruptey Aét, 186 
i dir ebaes fnekl Mand ebtvlnnha aetna iat 
Bs es gon i eaters 
action in the county 
Piers’ to which the deed and certificate of 
vu pirates 9 i as the sole defence. Objections were 
yt a to the deed on two grounds, 
were overruled by the judge, who held that the 
deed and certificate were —— upon'the plaintiffs. 

in this state of totver 9 to the of the debtor, the judge 
considered him to be by the certificate of registration, 
to the same extent only as if he had been adjudicated bankrupt, 
and; had received the usual ae protection given upon 
Pn gig Oe bankruptcy. such protection would 
and effects, but was no answer to the 
plaintiffs’ right to the base a judgment in the present action, the 
defence being no. answer to the action upon its merits, 
but m ae ee Re, Sete} (vee rasta from 
process obulnet tie person and goods. He relied for this 
nen upon ‘the language of sects. 197 and 198, and inti- 
ated that, had the latter been intended to confer a final release 


«phraseology emplo would probabl 
have been that the certificate should be orlahte tothe dehtan; 
as an order of discharge in bankruptcy, whereas the words 
used, were, that it should be available as “a protection in 
ey.” As it seemed to him (the learned judge) the 
right of action was not interfered with by the certificate of 
registration, and that the defendant had no answer to the 
plaintiffs’ action until he applied to the proper court of bank- 
ruptcy, ‘and’ obtained an order of discharge, provision for 
yrwre oy ney appeared to him, existed under sect. 197. 


ey 


present the debtor and his effects were protected, but 
nothing without obtaining an order of discharge, a 
reasonable Se OS ee eee 
sede in, bs had 


no answer to the plaintiffs’ action. This 
mire iew of the law he felt some difficulty in 
t should be entered in the present action, 


and ai the case stood over till the 15th of April. 

He tia he Biers a applications had been made ig 

the Court y in a ailas for orders of disc 

ly debtor ho their creditors by and 
a cérti vedios te of Moharetion under sect. 198, and that 


such orders had been granted. 





EQUITY. 


Wagre—Drreasinie Estate wy Far. 
Blake vy. Peters, LJ. 11 W. B. 409, 
In this case there was a devise and bequest to J. 


q 2 
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timber so, cut and disposed of by him,'and 
having kept the leaseholds and copyholds 

with three lives at his death. Tb was held by the Latds 
Justices, affirming the decision of Vice-Chancellor Kin- 
dersley (10 W. RB; 826), that the restriction against cutting 
timber was not, as against Peters, repugnant to the nature 
of his estate; An ea ee 
only one, but that the plaintiffs were entitled to an 
account of the timber out; that Peters was bound 
renewed without contribution from the 


iL 


and that his estate was liable to make com for 
the non-renewals in all cases rPakigestrtes wilful 
pr a gti wh Pe Dany Bad, obtained, 

It was stated, in answer to the Court, that there was 


ng nop AT JOSIE pine. eh 8 aes tae 
subject to an executory devise over, cannot be 

from committing legal waste, beyond an expression 
judgment of the Vice-Chancellor in Zwrner v. Wright, 
Johns. 748, which probably referred te the part of the 
argument reported in page 744. 

The question of law raised in the above’ important 
case is fully discussed in an article in. to-day’s Soli- 
citors’ Journal. 

INDEFINITE BEQuEST OF INCOME—SEPARATE USB, 

Watkins v. Weston, L. J., 11 W. RB. 408. 

In this case a question arose upon a bequest of lease- 
holds to trustees, upon trust to receive the rents and 
the same to the se use of a married woman, 
case she should die before the expiration of the lease, 
upon trusts for the benefit of her children, with a general 
residuary bequest. The married woman having died 
without issue, the Master of the Rolls held that she took 
an absolute interest, and his Honour’s decision was 
affirmed by the Lords Justices. 


Practice. 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS RELATING TO 
ESTATE—F., a legatee under the will of T., files a bill 
against his executors, asking an account of the 
and, unless they should admit assets sufficient to answer 


it, for an account of the Peant of the teat soe 
and, if necessary, an account of the real estate. 


= 


asmuch as assets have been admitted, and 
to the form of the prayer, the plaintiff is not en 
such production, and summons refused.—Fbrbes'v. Tanner, 
V. 0. K., 11 W. BR. 414. 

BANKING AccOUNT—MoRTGAGE—COMPOUND INTER- 
ESsT.—O., being indebted to his bankers upon an 
| age ich tae Jp repo abuse aad oe 


ow 


ound te decor tints ae tin Be eee 

being carried on by the trustees. Held, that that 

time simple interest only could be charged on the balance 

then due. . 
The trustees, who had extensive powers 

ditor’s deed for carrying on the busiiiess and elas 


| money for that purpose, Wr rtnne i BS 


sachet 1 ale Bower, M. R., nw Ral 

RECEIVYER—-RIGHT TO DISTRAIN—SALE 
iiss petit laeneiniok & beadalie, : 
lord gives him notice of a claim for rent, but takes no 
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other step, and the receiver sells the furniture, &c., the 
landlord has no lien on the proceeds of the sale in pri 
ority to other creditors. 

Where a receiver has been appointed of leaseholds, and 
the landlord has a claim for rent, the Court will give him 
authority to distrain, notwithstanding the presence of 
the receiver; but where the receiver sells chattels, and 
the landlord makes no previous application to the Court, 
he has no lien on the proceeds of the sale. 

Where there is no receiver, and the executor sells, the 
landlord will equally lose his right to priority, by not 
exercising his right of distress—Sutton v. Rees, V.O. K. 
11 W. R. 413. 


EsTATE IN FeeE—Execurory Limiration. — Devise 
to testator’s son A.; in case of A. dying before his brother, 
B., and leaving no issue, then to B.—should both 
testator’s children die without lawful issue—then over. 
Held, that A. took an estate in fee, liable to be divided; 
(1) in the event of his dying in the lifetime of B. with- 
out leaving children living at his death; and (2) in the 
event of both A. and B. dying without leaving any 
children—Re Mid Kent Railway Company, Y.C. W. 11 
W. BR. 418. 





COMMON LAW, 


DECREE OF Divorce Courr—CHARGE ON REAL ESTATE. 
Holden v. Holden, C. P., 11 W. R. 4387. 

In the recent case of Pratt v. Bull, 11 W. R. 295, the 
Lord Chancellor, affirming the decision of Vice-Chancellor 
Stuart, decided that under the Court of Probate Act, 1857, 
sect. 25, a judgment or order of that court for payment of 
money does not create such a charge upon the interest in 
the land of the person against whom the order is made as 
was given by the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, to the judgments of 
the superior courts then existing. The Lord Chancellor 
was of opinion that the 25th section denoted only the 
ordinary powers of enforcing decrees by writs of execution 
and process in contempt. The question in the above- 
named case of Holden v. Holden turned upon the con- 
struction of an analogous. section (the 52nd) of the 
Divorce Act of 1857, which enacts that all decrees and 
orders made by that Court. “ shall be enforced and put in 
execution in the same or the like manner as the judg- 
ments, orders, and decrees.of the High Court of Chancery 
may be now enforced and put in execution.” A rule had 
been obtained from the Court of Common Pleas, raising 
the question whether a decree ordering alimony to be 
paid to the plaintiff by the respondent in a divorce suit 
might be registered in the Common Pleas, under the pro- 
visions of 1 & 2 Vict.c. 110, s. 19, for the purpose of 
charging the respondent’s real estate with the payment of 
the annual sum decreed as alimony. All the judges of 
the Court of Common Pleas concurred, notwithstanding 
the decision of the Lord Chancellor in Pratt v. Bull, in 
allowing the decree to remain registered, but leaving open 
the question whether the decree when registered would 
constitute a valid charge on land or not. It is obvious, 
however, that their Lordships entertain an opinion as to 
the effect of these sections in the Divorce and Probate 
Acts, different from that which has been expressed by 
the Lord Chancellor, and Sir J. Stuart, V.C., in Pratt v. 
Bull. The practical effect of the decision in Holden v. 
Holden wl be to make such decrees of those courts as 
order the payment of money, to be for any purpose of 
title a upon lands when they are registered under 
the statute 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110,8. 19. 


ANIMAL, CusTODY OF —NEGLIGENCE. 
Cox v. Burbidge, C. P., 11 W. R. 435, 

A child who was lawfully on the highway was kicked 
by a horse grazing thereon. In an action against the 
owner for negligently keeping his horse so that the plain- 
tiff was injured, it was proved that the horse kicked the 
child without any apparent reason, but no scienter 


bide ey yn Held, that the action would not 


Erle, 0.J., said he took the facts to be, that the child 





was lawfully on the highway, and that the horse was 


fierce and tame animals was clear. In the former case, 
‘the owner must take care to keep it under his control, 
and if he does not do so, he is answerable for the mischief 
it does, unless it is of a wild nature and has returned to 
tlie woods. As to an animal of a tame nature, he is not 
liable unless it be shewn he knew of its mischievous . 
habits, in which case, if it does mischief, he is, equally 
liable as if it were of a fierce nature.. He could..under- 
stand that a man should be liable for the. trespasses of 
his horse, for it is an animal he can control, and because 
such animals have a natural tendency to stray. He 
thought that the case in 160d Raymond's Reporte (af ason 
v. Keeling, 1 Raym. 606) exhausted itself in the case of 
animals straying on lands in the usual manner. He 
thought there was only one other circumstance in the 
case—viz., did it make any difference that the animal 
was in the highway? He onshs not at all, 


Lire INsuRANCE—INTEREST INSURABLE.—In an 
article, ante p. 296, we have already discussed the 
question of law raised in Hebdon v. West, and the 
cases bearing upon it. The facts, and the point de- 
cided, may be shortly stated as follows:—The plain- 
tiff, a confidential clerk of a banking firm, who had 
overdrawn his account as customer of. the bank, was 
promised by the principal partner (in lieu of.a partner- 
ship) that so long as he, the partner, should live, the 
debt should not be enforced, and that he should, for seven 
years, have a salary of a certain amount, and thereupon 
insured that partner’s life for a sum equal to the amount 
of the debt, and also about equal to the amount of the 
seven years’ salary; and subsequently, the debt being 
somewhat increased, he insured on the same life,’ in the 
defendant’s office, for a further sum, greater than the in- 
crease of the debt. The life having dropped within the 
second of the seven years, and the first policy having 
been paid, the defendant, in an action on the second, de- 
nied the interest, and also pleaded the payment upon. the 
former policy of the full amountof the real interest. Held, 
that the plaintiff had an interest only to the amount of 
of the salary for the five years unexpired of the period of 
his engagement, and that the plea was good, and an an- 
swer to the action.—Hebdon v. West, Q.B., 11 W. BR. 422 


County’ Court—APPEAL—Costs.—In appeals from 


trary, ARERR HA RT guar eam gy rg 
—Schroeder v. Ward, C.P., 11 W. R. 427. 


Lorp TENTERDEN’s AcT—PAYMENT BY JOINT Cox- 
TRACTOR.—In an action on a promissory note made by H., 

as principal, and the defendant, as surety, in fayour of 
the plaintiff, it was proved that after the debt enh i 


by the Statute of Limitations, H. made an a t in 
favour of creditors, and the defendant wrote to the 
plaintiff as follows :—“I consent to your receiving the 
dividend under H.’s assignment, and Gs igh Ah fier 


80 doing shall not prejudice your claim upon me for the 
same debt.” The plaintiff received a dividend under H.’s 
assignment. Held, 1st, that the letter by the defendant tothe 
plaintiff did not imply a promise to pay so as to be ani ac- 
knowledgment or promise under Lord Tenterden’s Act 9 
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a ©, 14); ‘Qndlly, aioe payment of the dividend 
was a payment by a co-debtor, but that by the 
- : yoy defendant such rhe oe 160 (0 

. c. : was 
not deprived of the benefit of be Statute of Uhaleations 
— Cochrill vy. Sparke, Ex., 14 W. B, 428. 


the defendants were not by the award from 


pleading specific matters, which would have the effect of | 
rendering the patent illegal and void, though such matters 
had been relied upon by them before the arbitrator.— ’ 


Newall v. Elliott, Bx, 1)W, B. 438. 


SPRING ASSIZES, 
=. Crrcurt, 





MAIDSTONE, | 
March 16.-~The commission was opened in this town to-day | 
hief Justice Cocxpusn. There were 18 causes | 
entered for trial, five of which were marked for special juries. . 


‘by Lord Chief 


0. ODERBY, 

March 18.—The commission was opened in this town to-day 
by the Lory Cater Banon and Mr, Jtstice Wirzes. There 
were § causes entered for trial, three of which were marked 
for special juties, 

’ : ’ LINCOLN, 
12.—The commission ‘was opened in this city to- 


day by the Lomp Curer Baron. 
R32 Hyerneas Craourr. 


ORK, 
March 16.—The reporter to the Times makes the followi 
Lge e's aislontsod fw ches clavate 
“It has been rumoured in the courts to-day on reliable in- 
formation, derived from various sources, that the plan to be 


it 


submitted by the: Lord Chancellor for the revision of the cir- | 


cuits is to divide the Northern Circuit into a Lancashire Cir- 
consist of Lin 
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the opinion of the Bar whose interests are bound up with the 
| Lancashire side of the circuit can be ascertained from the four 
ig | Ot five who ate to be found here, the proposed scheme has 
| equally their approval. 

void.” Im ‘an action between the same parties for | 
another infringement of the same patent—Held, that | 


March 9.—The commission was ber ricer otk b= | 
by Mr. Justice Mutton, There were 14 causes entered 
trial of which three were marked for special juries. 

Western Crecuit. 


Bopsan. 
March 19,——The commission was ed in this town 
Mr. Serjeant Suze. Than vere snty tance ecu fore 


te trial, two of which were marked for special juries, 


March 11.—The commission was opened in this city to-day 
There were 14 causes entered for trial, five of which were 
marked for special juries, 


BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY, 

ae (Before. Mr. Commissioner Fane), 
‘arch 12,—In re Browning.—The bankrupt was formerly 
eustos brevium in the Court of Common Pleas, and having 
been some years in custody, the profits of his office accumu: 


lated, and the amount was now in applicable to the pay 
ment in full or nearly in full of tie chal pats Ayah 


whos 


CRIMINAL AND MAGISTRATES’ LAW. 


Summary Conxvicrios—CoLour oF RIGHT. 
Reg. v. Snape, Q. B. 11 W. B. 434. 
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stood was asserted to belong to a third party, ‘whose 
authority the defendant actually had, they ought to have 
stopped the proceeding and declined to convict. 

Crompton, J., said the case was clearly one in which 
the claim of title was bond fide. The magistrates have 
always the power to hear evidence on that point, and 
often it ‘is one of some difficulty and doubt whether the 
claim is bond fide. But when the defendant adduces such 
prima: facie proof, that there is reason to suppose 
there is a bond fide claim, and no answer is offered on the 
other side,nor any evidence that itis nota bond fide claim, 
then it is the duty of the magistrates to stop the inquiry. 
No doubt it is the duty of the justices to decide any ques- 
tion of fact, and they have no right to send to the Court 
any such question. All that they can do is to send up 
questions of law. 

BasTarpDy.— When a woman has made an appli- 
cation in the district in which she resides for an order of 
affiliation, and the application has been heard and dis- 
missed upon the merits, she cannot renew it in a different 
district after a residence there for the mere purpose of 
such application —Reg. v. Myott,Q.B., 11 W.R. 424. 


CRUELTY TO ANIMALS AcT.— Although persons 
present at a cock-fight in a place not previously used 
or kept for the purpose, even although they have pre- 
viously appointed it among themselves for. the . purpose 
on the particular occasion, cannot be convicted under the 
statute for aiding and assisting in acock fight, (Morley v. 
Greenhalgh, 11 W.R. 263, affirmed); yet the persons 
actually setting cocks to fight, with steel spurs, whereby 
they are wounded, mangled, or killed, can be convicted 
under sect. 3 of causing animals.to be cruelly tortured 
and ill-treated—Budge v. Parsons, Q. B., 11 W. R. 424. 


Pusiic HEALTH ACT—JURISDICTION.—The jurisdic- . 
tion to convict for an offence under the Public Health 
Act is in the justices of the petty sessional division in - 
which the offence is committed—Reg. v. Broadhurst, 
Q. B., 11 W. R. 425. 


Poor LAW—SETTLEMENT.—A pauper having taking ° 
a cottage for three months, at a yearly rent, payable 
monthly, at three months’ notice, and having occupied it , 
more than a year—held to have acquired a settlement 
thereby.—Parish of Willesden v. Parish of Paddington, 
Q. B., 11 W. B. 425. 


TURNPIKE TOLL EXEMPTIONS—VOLUNTEERS.—Volun- 
teers in uniform, going to attend a mere voluntary rifle 
match, at a duly appointed place of rifle practice, but 
open to all the world, are not entitled to exemption from 
toll under 24 & 25 Vict. c. 126.—Zeather v. Turner, Q. B., 
11 W. RB. 425. 


MASTER AND SERVANT—TrvUcK Act.—An employer 
has no option of paying his workman in goods even if 
the workman choose to accept payment in that way. And 
secondly, he is not exempt from the penalties imposed by 
the 9th section of 1 & 2 Will.'4, ¢. 87; though he sub- 
sequently pay in coin the wages which ‘he has previously 
paid in goods. 

An employer paid a portion of a workman’s wages in 
goods. He was afterwards summoned by his workman 
for the whole amount of wages due, including the amount 
for which the goods had been supplied, and was ordered 
to pay the full amount, which he did. . Subsequently, an 1 
information was laid before the magistrates, under the 9th 
sectidm of the Truck ‘Act, for paying wages in goods, and 
discharged; on appeal:—Held, that the magistrates ought 
to have convicted, the offence not being extinguished by 
the subsequent payment in coin.— Wilson v. Cookson, 
C.P., 11 W. B. 426. 


DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL LAW. 


AMENDMENT ‘OF perrrion —PnacrronA petition 
for dissolution that the respondent and tlie co- 








resp:ndent had been “living and cohabiting together,” 


but contained no specific charge of adultery. Neither the 
respondent nor .the co-respondent appeared.. The Court 
held that the allegation was insufficient, and refused leave 
to amend at the hearing.— Forman v. Forman and Davis, 
11 W.R. 402. 


DIssoLUTION — SEPARATION. — A husband and: wife 
were in domestic service in the same family at the time 
of their marriage. . Shortly after the marriage the hus- 
band went into service elsewhere, leaving the wife in the ' 
same. service. .The Court held that..he had, not.-been 
guilty of desertion or of wilful without reason- 
able excuse, and that he was entitled to a dissolution of 


11W. R. 402. 


ConnIVANCE—BARGAIN. —A husband who withdraws 


is guilty of connivance, and cannot obtain a: dissolution 
on the ground of her subsequent adultery with 'the same 
co-respondent.— Gipps v. Gipps and, Hume, 11 W. BR. 402. 


COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. , 
March 13.—In the course of the hearing to-day of a suit 
for a dissolution of marriage, Sir C. CressweLw called at- 
tention to the circumstance that the claim for damages, which 
were laid nominally at £500, was not set forth:in the record, 
and remarked that Lhe was of opinion it was quite time gentle- 
mee should make themselves acquainted with the prastiog of 
court. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


''Mr. Ropert Bourton, of 24, "24, Argyle-square, Semeae, 
has been appointed a London commissioner to administer oaths 


| in the High Court of Chancery. 


Mr. JosePH Watker, of Stourbridge, has been appointed a 
commissioner ‘to administer oaths in the High Court . of 
Chancery. 

Mr. CHARLES Epwarp Lares, of Leamington Priors, has 
been appointed a commissioner to administer oaths in the High 
Court of Chancery. 

Mr. C. E. BerNarp; judge of Small Cause Court “ as; 
pore. and officiating secretary to, Chief Commissioner, C 

‘rovinces, has been appointed settlement officer of Wardsh 
district. Mr. D.J. McNe1 has been oe joint magis- 
trate and deputy collector of Jessore, TL. Taxzor, 
Joint magistrate and deputy collector of Ru Mr. J..8. 
mg 2 joint m te and deputy oleae of Behar. 
Mr. H. R. Mavocxs, ot t magistrate and deputy collector of 
Nuddea, Mr. W. Huyrsuam, deputy magistrate. and Sepety 
collector of the Twenty-four Pengniabe to be also ey 
cotlector of Calcutta; and Mr, F. L. ane to be civil an 
sessional judge of the Twenty-four P 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


Tue Equity Jupers’ CHAMBERS. | 

A few words as to the equity judges’ chambers may, use 
fally follow my last letter in your Journal. Dub biyeerean. 
respondents assumes, I think, too much in supposes ashe 
seems to do, that matters there are unob; 
out the jomest upeless, nal 06 fered ust eo'tae 

rede dat a 80 8 
~ public are due tothem. ‘The chief Saas are; as I 
i generally ad ited, unexceptionable; but this cannot 
of some of the “tne ceceminae ow at pete apa 
sf ne n 8 department 
" had, as is well-known, fallen’ into 


office 

ph name of the office had become 'ob- 

the sechiaion and the public. ‘It’ is:not,'I 
into details, as no doubt 

readers will all 

attributed to’ 

beyond all question, 
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assert, thatthe Master's office might, by judicious reform, have 
panei an ve tribunal, Much of its machinery still 

18 agh. fresh names have been assumed, Thus, a 
“concise statement” is really a “state of facts” by another 
name, A. “s ” js in facta “ warrant” without its 
elasticity and pliability. Some abridgments of useless form- 
alities have, unquestionably been but. anomalies have 
nevertheless been introduced in their place. This hasty allu- 
sion is, I think, sufficient for present objects. 

Now, sir, what are the objections to the present yoal 
‘The objettions ‘are inherent in the system itself, and I doubt 
if any official skill can overcome them. Allow me to state two 
objections, viz." 

; ba want of time on the part of the judges to hear 
ju 

2: The unavoidable prejudice which is incidental to the 


hearing of appeals Dy Vie'same judge | 
I by the first objection, oS fact is too well known to 
require verification. » Some striking illustrations might be given 
as to the 2nd objection, but I. forbear. It will be acknowledged 
both by theorists and practitioners that obstacles should be re- 
moved. £ wish it ‘to be understood that my observations in- 
‘volve no personal reflections, As timé rolls on the present sys- 
tem will unquestionably require modification and adaptation. 
Some, I believe, think that “assistant judges’’ will become 
necessary, whilst others have thought that the chief clerks 
should be invested with a judicial dignity. Something like 
the.“ Master's office” will, I venture to predict, be again set 
pages this may seem to our present notions. No doubt 
present system might be improved by the appointment of 
Fs gp Daal hese might take.matters of title, ac- 
count, and settlement, and thus relieve the chief 
clerks. But the. whole system requires careful revision and 
adjustment to.give it stability and permanence. At present I 
confine myself to these hints, reserving suggestions for another 
occasion. , As, however, the system has already had several 
years’ duration, it is to be hoped it will not be overlooked by 
the ious Bons Chancellor, . J, CuLverHouse, 





Waits Pronrittow Bit. 


All the lenee which I have seen on this subject | 


in the Solicitors’ Journal seems to be adverse to the pro- 
posed bill. Still much may be urged in its favour. 

‘The machinery of the superior courts for separating ques- 
tions of law and fact and. bringing the parties to foots, fe no 
doubt admirably adapted to the purpose when the amount in 
dispute is considerable. That machinery, however, is, as every 
lawyer and every client must be aware, attended with great 
expense. Now comes the question, whether a cheap though 
pongo nace justice, as administered in the county court, is 
not ile in a small matter to obtaining elsewhere a de- 
cision, possibly x atan enormous cost. In 
the county courts the fees are taken by way of poundage, so 
that those for recovering £1 would be but a twentieth part of 
those for recovering £19 19s. In the supericr courts they 
would be the same, Your correspondent “E. A,” has taken 
care to select a county court case where the fees are as heavy 
ag possible, and where the debtor allows the creditor to proceed 
even to execution before he settles. Probably a large majority 
of cases are settled as soon as the summons is served, and the 
number of executions issued is comparatively small. . But sup- 
pose that there really is a question in dispute between the par- 
ties. Let them contest. it to the utmost, Even then the 
court fees cannot possibly exceed the amount named by your 
correspondent; and as for the witnesses’ expenses they are not 
often considerable. If, on the other hand, the action be 
brought in. superior court the costs may probably amount to 

or more, 

Directly a. writ is issued for a small amount against a poor 


man, his solicitor, as a general rule, advises him to settle, how- 
aney aires tne goton mag. bov snd this forthe sole reason 
it is, better to pay a.small sum certain than hazard one 
much ay ois ape phi in, This is a fact well. known to 
those in the ranks of our profession who care more for their 
sane than their good names or gentlemanly feeling. 
ly there are few such to be found; but how is a defen. 
doun bu:inpearaiatianian lepteert wee issues the’ writ, and 
oss Wien eens eons: nivee: Walengs, oe: Wes aes: 
not? Mr. Bouverie proposes to a créditor to bring an 
action in certain: cases in his own county court, the 
cause.of action may not have wholly arisen in its a 
That should. as 
Sal Wr Gaan eee mete Perhaps, instead of hie 





being required to give security it would work better in practic 
for him to pay a déposit as being the simplest plan. Tat, 
however, is Falbace point. A Counrer Lawrzr. 
March 16. . 
You will of course. have seen that Mr. Bonverie withdrew 
his bill last night, with the intention of re-introducing it in 
amended shape. . In anticipation thereof I hope that tl 
fession generally will explain to their commercial elie 
nature of the measure, so that, in the event of 
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bill being as obj leas the late one, they will 2 

more thoroughly unite in expressing their disapproval of any 
measure to “ 2” at the expense tors. 

As the mies. row, Sete 2 See ae rarer Times, 
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sentation—viz., from the attorneys and solicitors, the commercia 
public, and the Trade Protection Society. Jom MILLER, 
Bristol, March 18, 





Cuancery Power oF Artorner Sramps. 
Is it not.time in these days, when stamp and other duties 
are reduced in the interest of the reventie itself, arid made more 


more than £1 10s, is charged for a power to recei 
out of court than to receive £10—but it amounts to extortion 
charging £1 10s. in respect of £10. Thave lately had to pay 
for powers to receive sums of less than £30 each out of court, 
where unfortunately the distance from town made it necessary 
to receive the amounts by deputy. The Court of 
has applied the rule of proportion, in giving a reduced scale of 
fees in suits under £1,000; | then not get the same rule oh 
plied to these powers, and let £1,000 and under pay 10s., £5, 
and under, 20s., £10,000, 30s., and so on? 

March 14, x. ¥. Z 


AcCKNowLEDGMENT oF DEEDS, 

4 I hese Simp bs yo OF the new Betas Sr Omen ae ner 

in e nowledgments o! married women, 
whieh will come iuto use on the first ’ of next Easter 
Term. ‘This alteration, which seems to be in substance that 
the affidavit is to be in the first person and divided into para. 
graphs, should be noticed in the Journal, if not 

March 16. . B. 

*,* The common law order, directing certain alterations to be 
made in the engrossment of affidavits, verifying certificates of 
acknowledgment of deeds by married women, dated: the 24th 
of November, 1862, and which is to come into’ operation on 
the first day of Easter Term next, will be found at antep. 92. 





Composition DEEps. 

I shall feel obliged by an expression of the views of some of 
your learned correspondents, accustomed to consider question 
of bankruptcy law, upon the case of Woods v. Foote ‘in the 

ner Chamber, reported in the Weekly Reporter of the 
28th of February. i 


1861, ‘at the instance of a non-assenting 
ground that the deed contains a provision of an 


I am not aware that any such jurisdiction is conferred by the 
Bankruptcy Act, 1861, the uprepealed portions of the Act of 
1849, or indeed by any other statute, On'the contrary, it ap- 
pears to me that by the first named Act, the creditors are con- 
stituted the sole judges of what provisions in deeds: of this 
nature are reasonable or otherwise, and finding doubts 





shared by other ar ale ys RH A 
I respect an expression of opinion. ' 
Sn t tneokseched thet collaubiapeorens lieaisie Setar 
ferred to as the authority for the ground on pay itt an 4 
ment is given, which is the more remarkable, as the 
that of a court of error. W.S. A 
Birmingham, March 17, 
Law ann Lawyers 1x Enotaxp Axo SCOTLAND. ... 
There is an article in Fraser's Magazine for this month oh 
the English lawyers, with re- 
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spect to their social position, and different methods of self- 
government and education, which is well worth the perusal of 
your readers, although I dare say they will not altogether 
agree with the writer on some points. For those who have not 
the opportunity of consulting the article itself, I append a few 
short notes which I made, ‘The solicitors in Scotland are di- 
vided into three classes—First, the writer to the signet or 


W. S., who is a solicitor of the courts, and a conv: ancer, 
and who has the sole right of preparing some | writs 
which pass the Royal signet. Secondly, the solicitors before 


- supreme courts, or S. S.C., who are not Royal writers, but 
Veg we ys ocenpy exactly the same sas as the W. 8, 
lastly, the solicitors before thé inferior or local courts, 

we are not allowed to practise iti the supreme courts. 

The result is, that tat orale prejudice scarcely risés above 
the lowest class, and the W. S. are quite equal to the Bar in 
honourable estimation; and it is frequently the case among 
cotintry ‘families’ to ‘send the eldest gon into the army, the 
second to the Bar, and the third becomes a W. S. 

Each class, the W, S., S. S. C., and country solicitor forms 
a distinct corporation, with full power of self-government, and 
has its go echepe of education. 

To bea W. S.,® youth must study at a university for two 
years, or have ~ first-rate. public school education with ove 
year "3 4 ubiversity, or pass an examination in English litera- 
ture, history, geography, Latin, Greek (or some modern 
language in tiga of of Greek), arithmetic, wgebre, so far as 
quadratic equations, and five books of Euclid. Then an ap- 
prenticeship of five years in the office of a W..S. (about to E 
shortened to three years in the case of university graduates), 
during which he must attend four courses of lectures, one of 
a being in civil law; and lastly, pass a strict examination, 

fees amount to £400, exclusive of apprenticeship fee, 
So far for the Scotch attorneys. Then follow a few re- 
marks about the English and Scotch Bar, which are too long to 
mention here. 


Oar population increases about twelve per cent. every ten | 


years; and although property transactions are rapidly increasing, 
yet the legal business of our courts is diminishing, The 
suits are for smaller amounts, and are more frequently settled 
in the Bo tes dei és; and thus the work is more and more 

‘and remaining in the hands of the 
solicitors, 


The county courts were instituted in 1846; the number of 
causés have increased, but the average amount sped for de- 
creased. In 1853 the number of plaints was 484,946, and the 
average amount sued for was £3; in 1858 the ‘plaints ‘were 
738,754, and the average amount was £2 14s,; in 1859 the 
age were 714,623, and the avérage amount was £2 9.; 

1860 the plaints were 782,384, and the average amount 
was £2 8s. 1d.; in 1861 the plaints were 903,957, and 
the average amount was £2 7s, 1ld, In the superior courts 
the decrease in writs issued in 1859, as compared with 
1858, was 16 per ecent.; in 1860 there was a recovery of 10 
per cent, and in 1961 a further rise, equal to 17 per cent, the 
number in 1861 being 114,301. The m amounts for which judg- 
ment is recovered are gradually diminishing, and in 1861 only 
averaged £7 7s. for each judgment. Most cases were therefore 
undisputed, and, in fact, in 1861, only 29,100 defendants, or 
one-fourth: of those summoned, en appearances, and 
only 2,140, or 1°88 per cent. of the writs issued; came to actual 
trial, During the last two years the causes tried have scarcely 
incrétsed at all. Jn the county courts the of causes 
tried to those of plaints issued is nearly 50 per cent. In chan- 
éery, the number of bills filed in 1753 was exactly the sameas in 
pa From these statistics hon be inferred that the main use 

courts is inicreasingly a mere compulsory reminder 
of claims which-are not seriously disputed. A decision of the 


Courts is less and less frequently required, and the business of 
the Bar therefore decreases more rapidly than that of the 
—- 

also a gradual change taking place in the relative 
Phar he Bas and the solicitor. Many who now come to 


the Bar’ bate ve relatives who are solicitors, and y 


sonia 
r.'’ The writer thinks that in time the Barand solicitors 
will form one profession, as in America. 


These are only very brief notes of the paper, to which I beg 


to refer your readers for fu information; but the conclu- 
education of those intended 


sri ts wae ish ox Melrose epstined 
a ? so as 
ane. b, cntahe ‘badel ‘peapete eentehay lowers Tio | i 





remedy is in our own hands the standard o 
itary éxaminition, for id page possible to a Ate 
English solicitors into different classes like ‘those in ‘Seot- 


I have already assed too much on your space to make 

any further seieaiis, bar I hope this -will cause a discussion 

on the subject, and help on the schéme ofa Ee 
London, March 18. H.B 





Agrictep Crenx— Ricut 70 jess CoriEs or Prrce- 
DENTS, 
Will any one of your numerous readers be good enough to 
answer the guere on this, ante, p. 262, ’ 





PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Monday, March 16. 
Leases aNp Saes or Serriep Estates. 
The Lorp CHANCELLOR Bata in a bill to amend the 
Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Act. 
The bill was read a first time. 
Transrer or Lanp Act, 1862 
The following is the return made pursuant to an‘order of the 
House of Lords, dated 9th of February, 1863, of the number of 
titles which have been registered under the ‘provisions of the 
Act down ‘to 'the 9th day of February, and of ‘thé tiumber 
of applications which are still pending, or which ‘have been 
withdrawn, or have not beén’ prosectited ‘with success ; and 
a statement of what has been done in respect of’ the pen 
applications. . 
1, Return of the number of titles which hay: y ben 
tered under the provisions of the Act of 25 and 
down ‘to the 9th day of February :—None actually Ai Bang 
tered, 
2. 'The number of applications which aye still iia 
Eighteen. 
3. The number of applications which have been withdrawn, 
or have not been prosecuted with success :+-Three. 
4. A statement of what has beew done in respect of the pen- 
ding applications :— 
One is ready to be advertised under the 11th section. 
Two; the titles having been ‘accepted, the maps of the pro- 
tre before Colonel Leach to settle. 
Two; the ‘abstracts ‘of title are béfore’ the Examiner of 
Title for his fon. 
= is ‘waiting for answers to requisitions made on the 


Two: the ‘abstracts'are in course of examination in the 
office with the original documents. 

One; the abstract is delivered and standing for considera- 
tion, ¢ the ‘right to ‘apply’ not being yet satisfactorily 


Two; abstracts of title have been delivered, but ‘further 
o— have been required, which have ‘not bedn yet 


Sivas ipeticate to register delivered, but abstracts not 
yet sent in, 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, March 17. 
The ollowing petitions were presented in favour of the Writs 
Prohibition Bill—-By Lord H. Thynne, from’ bankers, mer- 
chants, and inhabitants of Warminster; by Mr, Hardeastle, from 





per med oe Sir J. Trollope, from b werchants, 
d traders of Spal 
whe oor petitions were ‘presented ‘the htncg 
Prohibition Bill;=By Lord J. Mamas “the 
branch of the Nottinghamshire 
and ere” Association; by Sir F. Crossley; front in 
of Poole; by es Mr. Grout from attorn ‘and “soli 
ae se ne m the Preston Guardian ‘Trade’ protein 
iety ; by Mr. Gregson, from 4 
pane Ad of Plymouth; 
branch’ of ‘the 
cenit of tion ; 
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Mr, Bouverm gave notice that he should not’ proceed with 
the second reading’ of this bill, but that he should bringin 
another bill on the same subject in an amended shape; with 
which he should proceed after er. 

‘Tae Barkrorrcy Act. 

Mr, Murnrdy asked the Attorney-General when the annnal 
general return, judicial and financial, required under the 67th 
returus wade to the Obie? Registrar othe Coart of Bankraptey, 
returns to the’ ofthe 
would ‘be laid before Parliament. pias 

The ArtorneY-GENERAL iy nen that some delay had taken 
place -in obtaining the returns the country, hut he hoped 
they would be laid upon the table the first day the House 
should meet after Easter. : 

Cmance or NaMES.., .. ; 

Mr. Roxnuck moved an address for returns of the names of 
all persons who had applied for licences to change their names 
since 1810; of the instances in which such licences had been 
granted during that period, together with a statement of the 
names of the successful applicants, and of the names which 
they had been permitted tu’ assume’ by Royal lidence; of the 
names of the so applying who have been refused during 
raat ole pnp y wih ton Os ea 

; yw ome was 

in granting and refusing such licences, and of the amount of 
fees demanded for such licences since 1810, and the manner in 
which the moneys received liad been appliéd. . Also for returns 
of the: names and titles of the various officers of the College 
of Arms in England, Scotland, and Ireland; of the duties 
which were performed by such officers, separately and together; 
of the names of persons who had applied for grants of arms, 
or privilege to make changes in their existing arms, since 
1850, stating the cases in which such applications had been 
granted or refused, together with the reasons assigned 
for ang yous of “y as i on been someneen ny 

making grants and. conferring wers applied for ; 
and of all the emoluments of the said officers, pobek oa the 
sources from which they emanated. The first thing he would 
do was to state clearly what was the law upon the subject, and 
he would then ask the house to agree with him, that it was a 
matter of importance that the law should be fairly carried out, 
He asserted that any man hada right to take any name he 
pleased, upon any occasion he pleased, and for any reason he 
pleased, excepting fraud.. For that purpose he. required no 
licence whatever: no Act of Parliament was needed. That he 
stated to be the law, and in order to make the matter clear he 
would read a few penen from a book in his hand that really 
contained all the law on the subject. It was, “ On Surnames,” 
and was by Mr. Falkner, a judge in Wales, The writer said 
that “Io the year 1735, when the question of the manner in 
which surnames should be changed was before the House of 
Lords, no notice was taken of any supposed power of. the 
Crown to grant licences in such cases. dly, that any 
person could take any surname, and tliat the law. recog- 
niged . the new name when assumed publicly and. bond 
Jfide—that: is the decision of Chief Justice ‘Liudal,, Lord 
Stowell, and. others. ‘Thirdly, he might assume any. sur- 
ety as. many surnames as he pleased. Fourthly, where 
both Christian and surname have been changed the law recog- 
nised the assumed names — that was Lord Ellenborough’s 
decision in the Court. of King’s Bench, Fifthly, no, Act. of 


Parliament or Royal licence is required tosanction a change of , 


name, unless a new name is directed by a donor of land to be 
assumed by the donee —that is the decision of Lord Chief 
Justice Tenterden. = Sixthly, when a name is assumed by 
Royal licence, it is so assumed by the act of the person 
taking the name, and the name is’ not conferred by the 


and courteous to 
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correspondence in the newspapers, Lord. Chief, Justice Cock- 
burn . distinctly’. stated what; had been .done b: 
them was. a matter, of convenience, and. that. they 
did not recognise the. right of any gentleman to come 
before them and to insist upon a aS of, Bare, « Xe 
doubt under ordinary circumstances it would, be gentleman! 

a person by the name that he had adopted, 
but it was manifest that in the public service it would bé most 
inconyenient if they were called upon’ to alter the Army and 
Navy List every now and then at the caprice of those; officers 
who chose from a variety of reasons to change their names and 
to take the names of other families. 

Mr. Roxsuck then altered his motion in accordanee with 
the suggestion of Sir G. Grey, and thus altered it was agreed to. 
Wednesday, Mareh 18. 

Mr. Bazley, presented a petition from the Leicester Law 
Society, against the Writs Prohibition Bill. 





Pending Measures of Regislation, 
Lrabizity oF INNKEEPERS. 

The following Bills have been introduced into the House of 

Commons on this subject :— 
No. 1 
A BILL To AMEND THE LAW RESPECTING THE LIABINITY OF 

INNKEEPERS, AND TO PREVENT CERTAIN’ FRAUDS UPON 
THEM. 

Recites, that it has happened that from the great facility given 
to travelling by railway and otherwise the quantity and value of 
the goods and property brought by travellers to inns is so much 
increased thatthe old common law rule, which renders innkeepers 
résponsible for the goods of their guests which may be. stolen 
or lost, has rendered the trade ofan innkeeper extremely 
hazardous and dangerous: and that it is but fair and reasonable 
that a remedy should be provided in this behalf; and proposes 
it shall be enacted as follows: 

1. No innkeeper shall hereafter be holden to be responsible for 
goods or property of his guests where the value thereof exceeds 
£20, except for such as be deposited with such innkeeper 
expressly for safe custody; and where such goods or beh gh 
shall be'so deposited for safe custody, it shall be lawful for 
such innkeeper to require that each artiele thereof shall be ex- 
hibited to him, and its value declared to him, 

2, Where goods or property are so sited with and exhi- 
bited to an innkeeper, and the same are wards stolen or lost, 
such innkeeper shall not be concluded by ‘the or , value 
set thereon by the guest, as is aforesaid, but it shall be icam- 
bent on the guest to prove the actual value of the same, 


cep piers eect ce 
in Ne ee ee heat ot the t 
meaning, in, thi except where the nature Pr 
vision 2 the context of the Act shall exclude such cons i 
tion, be in a8 follows: pogPoghedea Thy word” “inh- 


ean the keeper of any hotel, ‘inn, tavern, 


ye te me: 
pub c-house, or other place of refreshment; and ‘the word 


~ pre ingen erring ba forage tb 
P stones, jewellery, w a ’ res, 
Chapdise, chiteile and’ eMedes, animals aha ‘things, Ur efety 
description, and the receptacles for the same. 
No. IL. 
A But to Dertxe axp Luan tae Listy or Inn+ 
Recites, that innkeepers are by the law of England ‘bound 
to Keep sy in the inns’ the goods which ‘persons may 
bripg with and have with them whil stopping as gnests in 
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such inn, end ar isle for any los tnoured by thelr: ar 
in fulfilling such obligation - and whereas tinder 
such law incur in the case of every guest an and in- 
definite liability, and are often made liable for great and un- 
reasonable amounts, and that even in cases in which they are 
not je with any want of and reasonable 
Silegod toeet tines 8 ing in tho ane 
osses presage 

is expedient to provide a remedy for ee ee en 
shall be enacted as follows: 


i 
| 
S 
; 


default or misconduct of the innkeeper or his servants, or by 
the want on his part of reasonable care. 

2. No inn shall hereafter be deemed liable for the safe 
keeping of any of the tt in by reason of the same 
ae ree mere is inn; that is to say, any gold 
or silver coin of the realm any foreign country, or any 
precious metals, or any or other securities for 
money, to any greater extent in the whole than £50, nor for 
any ornaments, jewellery, or other valuable articles to any 
greater extent than £50, nor for an is Of any nature or 
kind whatsoever which such guest with him other- 
wise than in the way of his trade, unless in each and ev 
case such innkeeper shall be apprised of the possession of suc 
articles by his guest, and shall agree to be responsible for a 
safe keeping of the same, in which case he shall be liable as 
this Act had not been passed. 

3. Nothing in this Act contained shall alter or affect the 
liability of an innkeeper further or otherwise than is herein 
expressly declared, nor shall it in any matter alter or affect 
the liability of any innkeeper upon any contract relating to the 
safe keeping of any goods, nor shall it in any manner protect 
any innkeeper in any case in which he may be liable independ- 
ently of his common law liability to keep safely the goods -of 
his guests. 

4. The word “innkeeper” in this Act shall extend to and 
include all keepers of hotels, taverns, and all other persons who 
are by law responsible as innkeepers for the safe custody of the 
goods of persons stopping in their hotels, taverns, or houses. 

5. This Act may be cited as “ Th he Innkeepers Liability Act, 


63, 
6. This Act shall not extend to Scotland. 


Leases ann Sates or Serrirp Estates Act AMENDMENT. 

A bill to amend the Settled Estates Act, 1856, has been in- 
troduced into the House of Lords by the Lord Chancellor. It 
contains only one clause, which is as follows: 

Whenever the Court of Chancery, in bod g degre of the power 
contained in the tenth section. of the 
or shall hereafter vest in any trustees a power of leasing any 
settled estate, it shall not be necessary for the Court to require 
or for the trustees to obtain the approval of the said Court of 
any lease to be made in exercise of such power, or any further 
sanction to the same; provided always, that herein 
contained shall prevent the said Court f from requiring its sanc- 
tion to any lease to be made under any such power whenever 


from the and circumstances of any particular 
case it ppear to the Court that such sanction ought to be 
required. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 
EQUITY AND LAW LIFE pty ashy SOCIETY. 


Atthe annual meeti wig ex op cle 
day, the 12th of March, 18 wy Lacey 18, 
Lincoln’s. poms yf wiguaad pr J. Cakes 
directors presented their from w 
that the past year lad witn ppp alam gs 
Society’s income and assets than 


pote oh : 

In the course of the year oy pectin a the 
sum of £211,050, the new premiums réceived in respect there- 
of being £7,224 10s. 3d. ‘The amount of the new premiums 
falls a little short-of that obtained in 1860, but with that ex- 
ception was the largest hitherto realized; while the sum assured 
by she pam polinien, sibih, biel fr the pnapone of comp > Was 
the more amount 

any previous year, 
The total income of the year 1862 was dthses 102, 104., 


‘Ma, and then amounted t £3067 


of poy ica pg 


Act, shall haye vested | 





rahe dhe dey 
the society had ‘been 


jossha Up top aaa 10d. Led ps tr 


Seo ee eas he aitermnge} 


per cent. of the total income had added to the assets in 
the year. 
ts ent ee ee teat 


experienced among the 
serena po i 
és, in respect of w sum of £10,070 
Wd Seton payee vn 
The interest receiveable in. the year 1869.was £13,323 9s. 6d., 
at the semanas 4 £4 13s. mat wi the (ex-. 
vegine The number 
Slat of meee nm 18), and 
the amount insured thereby £1,824,668. Early last 
directors decided to increase to ‘£6,000 the symm 49 be betained 
at the risk of the society on the same life, which had remained . 
at £5,000 since the year 1852. ; 





OBITUARY. 


MR. SERJEANT WRANGHAM. 

Mr. Serjeant Wrangham died on the 10th instant, aged 58, 
He was thie eldest son of Archdeacon Wrangham. ‘He took a 
double first degree at Oxford in 1826, and was called to the 
bat in 1829, but he public life rather as 2 ery’ than 
He was gelected, solely on the ground of his aca- 
demical distinction, by Lord Audley as his } secretary 
at the-Foreign Office; and hé remainéd, at Aberdeen’s 
request, in the same office during the Duke of Wellington's 
administration. For a short time, too, he sat in Parliament 
for Sudbury. He then returned to practice at the bar, and 
ete the Northern = nae but was soon induce to leave it by 

creasing tary practice, at ¢ election 
petitions, but afterwards, and for many years bétvaitvely, in 
committees on private bills, in which he hared the lead with 
Mr. Austin, who retired in 1847, and Mr. Talbot, who died in 
tesa. His style of speaking, which was always classical, and 

when the occasion justified it, eloquent, was thought by casual 
a ae occasional practitioners, slow and heavy 

t those who were in constant intercourse and friendly con- 

flict with him well knew that no advocate teal 
power of argument and quickness of apprehension, sarer jndg- 
ment in the ement of a case, or @ clearer grasp and re- 
collection of the most complicated details. In 8 he was 
an advocate whom no client of experience willingly to 
appear against im. Yet none hed less of the qualities which 
are sotnetimes ignorantly supposed to be essential to success, 
especially before a tribunal of “laymen.” For no man’s vic- 
tories were ever less achieved by mere dexterity, or by a 
approach to the verge of misrepresentation. bag a | 
Serjeant Wrangham stated as a fact m a af 
received as true. Of the respect and in which 
held by his professional brethren week aet baw be af 
cult to prot justly without the appearance of 
He was truly regarded by everyone as the father as as 06 
leader of the Parliamentary Bar. For many years his health 
had been feeble, and for séveral sessions he had’ been 
ito retire occasionally for afew weeks when vnstbedl We at 
heaviest.’ He married the sister of the present Mr. F. Hf. 
Fawkes, of Farnley,’ get te gigs iy ref ge He 
has left two sons, the eldest of whom is at the bar, the 
viear of ‘North Cave, in biped and a anoghter i is the 
wife of Mr. Henry Calley, of Burderop-park, in fe. 





ETIQUETTE OF THE BAR, 
We extract the following remarks from a pamphlet by G. 
ae on “ The Discipline of the Bar,” recently 


present practice of the arcaaion, we 

od tha etre abe of a interest, 

Ee ee cea tae ee or of 

pf wer counsel and client as to fees which mnie 
Eo Bar ine yn nee 


tion of the Roman hen 
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etiquette there were on this point have eng: vague } counsel 
he = Byrne ie deh do not receive their beforehand, 
an ancient ette to that effect (see 
Bayley J., in Morrie v. Hunt, t Chitty, hag? ge am hd 
beforehand, because they are not to be left to the chance 
whether they shall ultimately get their fees or not. It is their 
duty to take care that they get them beforetiand, and the Jaw 
allows no remedy if they disregard their duty.” And again, on 
the important question of the amount of the fee . «the coun- 
sel will require with the brief, the client well knows that if the 
best man will not take the brief for the fee, which is all that 
he ean offer, there are others who hold second rank, who will 
be quite willing to do 80; and thus eompétition of the most 
unlimited character virtually takes place.’ I am unable to sep 
how these facts are inconsistent with the highest moral sense 
of duty in counsel, or the utmost devotion to the interests of 
their clients, ot with the and disinterestedness so 
much to be aimed at, The same can, perhaps, scarcely be 
said of that which has become not‘uncommon in recent times, 
which has been much commented on in the press, and for 
which the Bar has suffered some unmerited censure. I allude 
. the increasing tendency of counsel to hold more briefs than 
oer ean conveniently give attention to. No doubt great 
ulty has arisen from the multiplication of courts at 
Westminster and Guildhall, from the judges often sitting at 
both places at the same time, from the increase of business, 
and from the manner in which business is ht on in the 
courts, ‘indking it all but impossible to with any 
certainty <— — lar cases are likely to be tried. ‘Then, 
again, the j take no cognizance of what is going on in 
other courts, Nina rarely postpone cases for convenience of 
counsel engaged elsewhere; and it often happens that counsel 
who have but a small business find two or three cases coming 
on at the same time in different courts; and much more is 
this the case with men in larger practice. Cases are often not 
tried till: weeks and months after the briefs are delivered; and 
it phn pH s also that attorneys often press upon counsel @ briet 
knowledge that he will probably be unable to attend to 
the case, oa ek the brief is often handed over to another counsel 
with the full consent of the client. In other cases, counsel are 


; meee = and briefs delivered with the sole view of preventing 


ee on the other side, on the principle, it is 

to 5 su) , that “ speech .is silver, but silence is cold? 
But “unhie oe every: allowance for these, it is still impossible 
to deny that cases have occurred in which clients have a right 
to com where pethaps they have fourid neither of their 

in court when their case is on, or the places of one or 
more of them sapplied by otbers who have neither advised nor 
consulted with them in the case; it is obvious that one such 
case does more injury to the reputation of the Bar than years 
of devotion from the great body of the Bar, and gives rise to a 
cones See desire for gain rather than a sense of duty are 
its ties, It is truly said that the evil bears its own 
cure, for if cases are neglected the counsel will lose his client 
and clients are more easily lost than gained; but this of course 
is poor consolation for the sufferer. 

Another common defence made for this practice is, that in 
accepting the brief or fee, the counsel does not absolutely pro- 
mise to attend to the case, but only to do so if he finds himself 
able with reference to other business which he has in hand, and 
that the attorney well knows this, and does not me 
evunsel to do more than attend to the cases he may 
their relative importance requires—an excuse which is basal 


on the supposition of a contract between counsel and attorney, 


and not on the theory of duty laid down by the 
Chief Justice (in Kennedy v. Broun). The © duty 
implied in taking~a brief must be to hold it, to do the 
work, and not to: give she client an expectancy, or to ‘hand 
the brief to another. If the vga ns yn 
sions and trades, and its members were answerable for 
gence or for breach of contract, no question could arise 
such a arpcaction, beens th advocate who didnot kiseae abl 
unless some eaten ecco at tlre see ten 
the consequences of his neglect, a aa, o 
pay the costs of the day incurred by postponing the Gase, if 
the client did not choose to go on without him, or to adopt the 
substitute. 


The same complaints were formerly made of the Chancery | tificate. 


Bar; till’ by an arrangement among-the leading counsel, Who 
restricted selves to certain court, the practice was put th 
endto . . . Atthe ‘Bar, more than el 


the has of counsel briefeat the 4 
‘where, tlie practice has grown up holding’ 


same time in many cases, and where, from the ' 
of Ube work, tis almost impossible that it could be otherwise 








the bri oor “Shsts both tn tae, and  telloaep leone, 
LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL, 


INNS OF F COURT EXAMINA TION. 


tlewing als pk Pen Mg proved of the 
olen SL 


years, @ 
one such studentshi the most distin- 
guished student at teach pai ation; and further,ths 
examiners shall select and certify the names of three other 
students who shall have paseéd thé nékt best examination; 
Praha gents to which such oe, eer 
desired, dispense terms, not exéeeding two may 
remain to be kept suk Velecien ponies a h being 


called to the bar. that the examiners not be 
obliged to confer or grant any studentship or prying ore 
they shall be of opinion that the examination of the ts 
they select has been such as entitles them thereto.” ... 

“At every call to the bar those who bave passed 


: 
se 


public examination, and either a ‘or 
certificate of honour, shall take mae in se over all 
other students who shall be called on phir ¢ oe 

“No students shall be e to be soligh tote bar: who 
shall not either have atten during whole year the 


lectures of two of the readers, or ion satisfactorily passed a 

public examination.” 

Rut#s ror THE Pppiic ExaMisazion oF CaNDIDATES FOR 
Honours, on CERTIFICATES, ENTITLING STUDENTS TO BE 
CALLED TO THE 
An examination will be held in next Trinity Term, to which 

a student of of the tne of Saath ee ho is desirous of 

becoming a candidate f ore a studentship or of ob- 

taining a certificate of fitness for being ca ‘bar, will 
be admissible. 

Each student proposing to submit himeelt for thyme eri 
will be required to enter. his name. at the treasurer's office 
the Inn ‘of Court to Which he belo on < before sage d 
the 12th of pe Bee next, aiid he will't 
in writing w ~ object in “firing ‘for ediiee- 
tion is to compete for a studentship or other honourablé dis- 
tinction, or whether he is merely desirous of | 


S 


certificate i to a call to bar. ey ih 
a nteneaceeae » the 19th of 
ey neal Nee ee ae and Thars- 


sabes altar Ok tea a ee cele Se he ee eS 


sone sare ¢ by printed questions will be 
0 wath 
; “aed aehng, Ct re of May, at half-past nine,’ on 
Constitutional Law and Legal History; in the afternoon, at 
half-past one, on ae 
Wednesday ‘the 20th of Be 35 at half-past nine, on 
Poser ad bat nape at nh hialf-past one, on the Law 
Thursday ‘morning, the 21st aera at balf-past nine, on 
Jusleprudence ‘and the: Civil in the’ at balf- 


Gru acta ophar el in he 

The papate Be oti will be conducted in the fa order, 
prey Apert epee = bron Mi Bn ‘. 

marked out for the examination by = 

cxcap that on Thursday afternoon there -bé no Oral exa 


minatio 
The oral examination of each student will be couddeted 


hut 
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to the bar, the examiners will principally have to the 
_—— knowledge of law and jurisprudence which he has dis- 
play 

A student may t himself at any number of examina 
tions, until be have obtained a certificate, 


Any student who shall obtain a certificate may present him- 
self a second timc for examination as a candidate for the 
studentship, but only at one of the three examinations imme- 
pone ~ bor succeedin, ingt t at which he shall have obtained such 
‘certificate; provided, that if any student so presenting himself 
shall not succeed in obtaining the studentabip, bis his name shall 
not appear in the list, 

Students who have kept more than eleven terms shall not 
be admitted to an examination for the studentship. y 





PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


BILLS IN PARLIAMENT 
For tue Formation or New Lines or Raltwar IN 
ENGLAND AND WALES. 

The following bills for the formation of new lines of rail- 
way have passed through committee in tlhe House of Com- 
mons :— 

Berks aNp Hants.—Extension. 

Vavce or LLANGOLLEN. 

EvtsHam and Reppitcu. 

Newport PaGNnaLy. 

Norritampron AnD BaNneury. 

KEgswickK AND PENRITH. 

L®ATHERHEAD AND DorkiNG. 

Mip- WateEs. 


MEETINGS. 
CaLeponran Rariwar. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
17th inst., a dividend at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum was 
declared for the past half-year. 


Wcidinibrrsbadeie RalLwayr. 
At the half-yearly meeting of this company, held on the 
18th inst., a dividend at the rate of 5} per cent. per annum, was 
declared for the past half-year. 


PROJECTED COMPANIES. 

Usrrep Lonpoy Newsrarer Company Limtrep. 
Capital £20,000, in 20,000 shares of £1 cach, 
Solicitor.—H. C. Barker, Esq., 7, Furnival’s-inn. 

The object of this company is the establishment of a morning 
and evening newspaper, which shall in every respect be equal 
in intelligence, talent, and conduct, to newspapers of the highest 
class and reputation. And the object aimed at by the company 
is stated to be a direct competition in excellence with the 
Times, and in price with the cheapest newspapers. 








ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Queen’s Bench, 
NOTICES OF ADMISSION. 
Easter Term, 1863. 
clerks’ names a; in small and the attorneys to whom 
= oaided 7 autenes ‘ello pe ordinary type.] 
Apamson, Horatio ALFRED.—Charles Alexander Adamson, 
North Shields. 
Arssworts, Tuomas Somner.—Thomas Crooke Ainsworth, 
Blackburn. 
Anorer, Cuarces ALLax.—Richard Francis Jennings, Ips- 
wich; Georfe Chapman, 24, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Auxuos, CHARLES NatHay,—William Burra Arnison, Pen- 


are, Hexrx.—Charles Claridge Druce, 10, Billiter-square, 


4 Wartrorp Hxnry.— Henry John Barker, Wem, 
op; Christopher Cuff, 82, St. Martin’s-lane. 

hn Jerzmtan.—John Lomas Cufaude, Great Yarmouth. 

Bazzerr, Wititam Reesier Saee Andrews, Weymouth; 
and Meicombe Regis, Dorset. 

Baxxrow, George.—Joseph Shipton, Chesterfield. 

— THomas—W. A, Dy, 11, New. Bridge-street ; W. 

R. Prideaux, Shorter’s-court, Throgmorton-street ; C. Smale, 

18, New Bridge-street, Blackfriars, 








Bennett, Norman.—William Bennett, Chapel-en-le-frith. 

Bennett, Toomas.—Edward Ormond, Wantage. ’ 

Birra, Frederick Branrox.— George Pearson Nicholson, 
Wath, near Rotherham, York. 

Bows, GzorcE BrownLow.—William Thomas Reevg, 10, 
Tok bers, Tokenhouse-yard Lothbury. , 

Brapeate, CHaRes.—John Phillpotts, Newport. 

ses ~via Joun, Jun,—Henry Marriott Richardson, 

lton. 

ys Joun, Jun.—Robert William Litchfield, Newcastle- 

, under- 

Bury, Recinatp.—Frederick Horatio Barr, heeds York, 

Capa, Henry, Jua.— William Carr, Gom 

CoLeMAN, JoHN Hatt.—James Bretherton, Gloucester. 

Coutson, Jonw Harpy. — Charles Marfleet Barron Veal, 
Great-Grimsby, Lincoln. 

Cupuirr, Rate Brooxine.—Christopher Viekxy. Bridgman 
Tavistock. 

Da.tiow, THomAs,—Thomas Pinchard, Wolverhampton. 

Daniets, Tuomas Isaac.—Thomas Daniels, Amersham. 

Davies, SAMUEL Ricwarp.—John Cooke, Chase Ross, Here- 
ford. 

Ditcuman, Witt1aM.—Henry Wells Young, 14, Gray’s-inn- 
square; Edward Montagu Burrell, Tronmonger-lane; William 
Wood, 14, Gray’s-inn-square. 

DeMBLETON, Horatio (B.A, }—James Thomas Bolton, Soli- 
hull, Warwi 

Durum, Joun.—John Parrott, Stony Stratford, Bucks. 

Epwarps, Epwarp Rasproox.— Alfred Octavius Under- 
wood, 89, Chancery-lane, 

FERns, ‘Grorae Earrton.— George Morton Ferns, S' 

Fitper, Herpert Watt.—Edward Jones Filder, 1, 
square, Lincoln’s-inn, 

Fiower, Joan.—John Wickham Flower, 17, Gracechurch- 
strect. 

Foorner, Artraur.—George Bright Footner, Romsey, South- 


ampton. 
se Wa CaRrTNELL.—Thomas Harrison, Kendal, Westmore- 
) 


eT, BENJAMIN Surron.~—Charles Cooper, :Man- 

chester. 

Haynes, George Baxer.—Charles Collins, Spenees,; Charles 
Basil Mansfield, Swansea, 

Hester, FREDERIC.—George Parsons Hester, Oxford. 

Hew.etr, RichHarp.— William Antony Freston, Stroud, 
Gloucester; John Thomas White, 11, Bedford-row. 

Hurton, Wiit1am. James.— Thomas Harrison, Kendal. 

James, Samuget KitNeR.—William Burra Arnison, Penrith. 

Jenkins, Bensamin.—William Henry Thomas, Aberystwyth. 

JOHNSON, SAMUEL.—Thomas Smith Jun., Sheffield. 

Jonxs, WILLIAM,—William Hughes, Conway. 

Jupson, George Epwarp.—Samuel Clapham, Leeds. 

Jupp, CHaRgLEes.—Charles James Abbott, 8, New-inn. 

Kerry, ALExanper.—William Henry Waller, 2, Duke-street , 
Adelphi. 

ng Henry.—L. L. Roberts, 62, Moorgate street; E. L. 
Rowcliffe, 1, Bedford-row. 

ar de Ricuarp.—Robert Jackson Kent, 33, Essex-street 





bom SAMUEL Herpert.—George Burrow Gregory, 1, Bed- 
-row. 
ws Cuartes Row1anp.— William Liddle, Newport 


joo ‘CHARLES Amos.—George Brett, Salford, Lancaster. 

Lucas, Witt1aM, Jun,—William Lucas, Sen, Wem, Salop. 

Mawson, Henry Howson.—Bertie Markland, Leeds, 

Mituican, Jonn Georce-—Chris Fairer, Penrith. 

Murrow, Cuaries.—R. C. Brown, Liverpool 

NicHo.son, Ropert,—C. Bardswell, Liverpool; J. H. Bards- 
well, Liverpool. 

Newron, James Bannen.—Edward Banner, Liverpool. 

Parker, Henry.—D. H. Serrell, 1, South- are, Gray’s-inn. 

Pxarson, JoHN GEORGE. .— George "Maroy, ellington. 

Puitror, HenztY.—Edwin Wilkins Field 41, Bedford-row; 
W. Sharpe, 41, Bedford-row. 

Rarnes, Wits Race.—0O. R. Wilkinson; St. Neots, 

Roserts, Epwarv.—Richard Humphreys, Saint Asaph, Fltnt . 

Roperts, Francis EDwarp'—S. ".. Roberts, Chester. 

—— Ricuarp, Jun—Henry Shorland Watts, “Yoo Som- 


ae, Davw.—H. J. Coleman, Pontefract. . 

Stapz, Joux, Jun.—G. P. Slade, Yeovil; J. Slade, Yeovil. 
Snow, Harrr.—John William Danby, Lincoln, 

Smit, EpwarD Orrorp.-—Frederick Scudamore, Maidstone. 





“ 


0, 
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Spencer, Gzorck WAKEFIELD.—W. Spencer, ay 7d 


TaxvyY, Freperick.—Arthur Ryland, Birmingham; Thomas 
Burton Howard, a 

Tuompson, Luxe, Jun.—Luke Thompson, Senior, York. 

THompson, WALTER.—T. Mallam, Oxford. 

— James Hamitton,—Charles Sawbridge, 126, Wood- 


street, 

Topor, Joun Ropert.—Richard Barker, Chester. 

Watsu, Herpert.—John Cross, 9, Staple-inn; John Work- 
man Lamb, Basingstoke. 

Watton, Joseru—Christopher Bland Walker, Preston. 

Warerne, Henry Barton.—F. D. Lowndes, Liverpool. 

Warts, Joun.—Frederick William Thorp, St. Ives. 

Warts, Joun Harrison.—William Watts, Dewsbury. 

Wess, Sypney.—George Carter Morrison, Reigate; Charles 
James Hampton, 7, John-street, Bedford-row, 

WELLBELOVED, Henry Reap.—Robert Barr, Leeds. 

= Witt Georcs.—Sir William Foster, Bart., Nor- 
Ww 

Witxrnson, ALFRED Henry.—H. Llewellin, Chancery-lane. 

Witiams, Jonn THomas,—William Wanklyn, Monmouth; 
Henry Roberts, Monmouth. 

bane = gaa Witt1am Gzorce.—Philip Hubbersty, Wirks- 
wo 

Wyatt, Freprricx.—Benjamin Lewis, 9, London-street, Fen- 
ch street. 


Youne, THomas,—William Watson, Jun., Barnard Castle. 
Easter Vacation, 1863. 
Tatsor, Joun.—R, Holden, Liverpool; E. Muckeson, 59, 
Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 








The Copyhold Commissioners, in their report for the past 
year, which has been recently issued, say:-— We have now 
completed 4,141 enfranchisements and commutations, of which 
678 enfranchisements. have been effected during the present 
year. The particulars of these last are stated in ‘a sche- 
dule and amount to 101 enfranchisements in clerical manors, 
72 in collégiate manors, and 505 in lay manors. Besides 
these enfranchisements we have received 266 applications, 
of which 68 sre under the voluntary, and 198 under the 
compulsory powers of the Acts, We have further to 
that in pursuance of the powers vested in us by * The Uni- 
versities and College Estates Act, 1858,’ and ‘ The Universities 
and College Estates Act Extension, 1860,’ we have authorised 


_ 135 sales, 40 purchases, 22 enfranchisements, 9 exchanges, and |) 


9 applications from colleges for raising money for purposes of 
improvement. Of these, 28 sales, 13 purchases, 6 enfranchise- 
ments, 1 exchange, and 5 applications for raising money for 


purposes of ‘improvement, have been authorised during the’ 


present year.” 





COURT PAPERS, 


Queen's Bench. 
at Nisi Prius, in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Honourable Sir ALExasDER Epmunp CockBury, Bart, 
Lord Chief Justice of Her Majesty’s Court of Queen’s Bench, 
in and after Easter Term, 1863, 


In Term, 
Middlesex, 


London. 
1st sitting, Thursday,April 16 | Ist sitting, Monday, April 20 | yonaay 


2nd ,, Wednesday, , 22}2nd ,, Monday, , 27 
3rd, Wednesday, ,, 29 
For undefended causes only. 

AFTER 


London. 


Middlesex. < 
Saturday sr.seresoorsrereee May 9 | Wednesday eeeeeceneres May. 13 
The Court will sit at ten o'clock every day 


The causes in the list for each of the above sitting days in | 


Term, if not disposed of on those days, will be tried by ad- 
journment on the days following each of such sitting days. 





Special juries will be tried in London at the sittings after | 
term. 


Common eee. 

Higa tonx ae eras are before 
the Honourable LLIAM ERue, Lord 
Chief of Her Majiy's Cour of Common Fiat 
er 


- Tn Tee 
«April | Monday | April 
eeeeeeeeseeeee 16 oe ee Pere eeseoe 
Wale, ae Monday eeceseore tere yn 27 
TERM. 


Middlesex. London, ‘ 
Saturday..........ss000..May 9 Wednesday a vcdevocees May 13 
The Court will sit daring and after Term at ten ‘o'clock, 
The causes in the list for each of the-above may" yy in, 
Term, if not disposed of on: those days, will be tried by ad- 
journment on the days’ following each of such 


@xrchequer ot Pleas: 

Sittings at Nisi Prius in Middlesex and London, before the 
Right Honourable Sir Frepgsricx Ponzocn, Knight, Lord ‘ 
Chief Baron of Her Majesty’s Court of Exchequer, in and 
after Easter Term, 1863. 

In Term. 





i yThareday April 1 Monday..,.A 

Ist sitti 6 | Ist sittin ‘on 20 
Qnd myst oe es» , -» 22) 2nd ,, mh 7 A " 97 
Srd |, Wednesday, ,, 29 

FTER TERM 
Middlesex. 
Saturday .....eccer eves May 9 | Wednesday ......... +. May 13 
The Court will sit during and after Term at ten o'clock. 


The Court will sit in Middlesex, at Nisi Prias;in Term, by 
adjournment from day to day until the causes’ entered for the 
respective Middlesex sittings are disposed cf. 


Court of Chancery. 
SITTINGS—Easter Term, 1863, 


LORD CHANCELLOR. N.B.—Ui petitions must be 
Westminster. and copies left with the 
Apl. Mtns., Petns., b , on or before the Thurs- 

y : 


Woreohionis as 

pps. in Bkey. . the - Saturday on 
’s Inn. wi it is intended they should 
Thursday Ap.16 be heard; and any causes in- 
Friday...... 17 reeiger pemery bghieme a yen gory ng 
Saturday ..18 > Appeal m 40,marked at least one 
Monday . clear day before the same can be 
Tuesday ....21 \ put in the paper to be so heard. 
Wednesday .22 { Apps in bkey. & LORDS JUSTICES. 


Thursday ..23..App. mins. & Ww 15. 
y br apps. verge) motions, 


Friday. ..++» 8 

Saturday ..25 ppeals ThursdayAp.16,.App. mtns, & apps, 
Monday ....27 a , eet pes 
Tuesday ....28 Friday. oese017 spp. petns., and 
Wednesday 29 Apps. in. bkey. & apps. 


Thursday, .20,.App. tne. & apps. | Monday «as0204 Appeals, 
Saturday .. 2 ppeals 
Monday’..:: 4 4 
Y eves z 
he veda; s : agra Oey Saturda: - cr = 
ui! oe fee aya . 
Friday -... 8.-Appeals. y +35 | Appeals, 
Norice.—The days (ifany) on which 
the Lord Chancellor shall be en- 
gaged in the House of Lords are 


excepted. Wednesday 29... Appeals. 
MASTER OF THE ROLLS. mete: 
estminster, ; 
Wednesd.Ap.15. . Motions. — aay 1 fn ee 
lene. «» 2, Appeals, 


ThursdayAp.16} General paper. | Monday ...4:4 

meer | 4 Tuesday Appeals 
ree i} Petns., sht. caus., Wednesday... i} 
Saturday a0} a sums, and} Thursday .. Tox 


Monday .... 4 adj. 
Tuesday... 8 Genetal paper, © | Saturday. -.18 sums., & gen. pap. 
Thursday .. 7. Mina, & gen. pa. Tuesday .... 
7 Petns., 








; | Wednesday .22 ned RD 
Fidayensee 8 fad fra and Thursday’ «0 tate MB 
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Petns., adj. sums, urbday .. 7..Mtns., causes, &. . 
Friday..+000% gnc: ape | dla Nh mak prep hen ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 
r causes, , oat to 
Sstarday maak sums., & gen. pa. it eae Seah ae By dt iat mon 
Motiday, .....27 Rested, ‘as beast ons eben’ bat No.9, SoP i 
Tuesday ....38 General paper. before the can be put in the Bracke ee 0.9, aliouuiien: ee yh & lease 
caaneaiehige paper to be so heard. Leaseh Ly tg at nmap it te oom. Won. Aiei -villas, held 
Thursday, ..30 Re one adj. Sums.,/ No cause, motion aay aI for same em ats ergund-rent of 18 bs jimeana ane vd 
farther consideration, shall, ex- | annum.— 
Friday, May 1} betes cept f order of the Court, be | Freehold ground-rent of £27 per annum caagat teds grontioe ita. 
prt hems to stand over, if it shall : 
Seturday .: 2 Ee omen | BY. tie wilhin 19 Gr the 10st eatabe or ete oy x tei, Botmonkuy Bad fo 0. 
Monday ..+. 4) : ’ ———— ‘Leasehold residence, No. 14, Talbot: ee Hydecaar, term 99 years 
Tuesday.... 5} General paper. ‘from 1850, ground-rent £20 per andim.— 
Wednesday V. C. Sin W. P. WOOD. Leasehold residence, No. 18, Talbot-square; term 99 "years from 1850, 
Thareday .. 7 {a paper Wedneed Ap 18.) Motion urtens eankeas Ws 42, Su Mag: rene term, 78 
#8 2 .- Motions. (0, 42, Sussex-gardens, Hy. 
+ Rekng shit. exnsee, Lincoln's Inn. eo 1942; jeer sy = ret Pb Tet om lease at a Tent of £1 
Friday .... 8{ adj. sums, Thuteday Ap.16 per annom, i 600. 
ral paper. yAP-19 } General paper. residence, No. 52, Sussex-gardons; term 99 years from 1850, 
ae Priday. 7} ground-rent £25 per annum.—Sold for ei. S 





N.B.—Any causes intended to be 
heard as short causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be« 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so hi 


V. C. Sin JOHN STUART. 
Westminster. 
Wednesd.Ap. 15.. Motions. 
Lincoln's Inn, 
Thursday Ap. 16.» Canse, &e. 


Friday.......17..Petns., causes, & 
+o AB. t. caus, caus,&e. 

Monday anvils 

Wed 


nesday. .22 
Thursday .:23;.Mtns., causes, &e. 
Friday ....24..Petns., causes, &e. 
Saturday ..25..Sht.daus, caus, &c. 





ae Petns., sht. caus. 
eatarday anf BE ht aa te 
Motiday ....20 
Tuesday ....21 > General Paper. 
Wi oe 
Thursday we eee ae pa. 
riday,...ssB4e« nay 


Saturday 05 { B iekorel sapert 

Monday ....27 

Tuesday... 2 General paper. 

Wednesday . 

Thursday. “302: Mtns. & gon. pa. 
Genera! 


Friday “May 1.. paper, 
Petns,, sht, causes, 
Saturday .. 2 & general paper. 


Monday .... 4 

Tuesday .... if Gener paper. 

Wednesday . 6 

MOT: > 1.,tes. & ann. 2s. 
ns,, sht. causes, 

Friday.++++ 8S general paper, 


ke. N.B.—Any causes intended to be 


heard as short. causes must be so 
marked at least one clear day be- 
fore the same can be put in the 
paper to be so 





BIRTHS AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

COCK—On March 16, at 18, Sunderland-terrace, Westbourne-park, the 
erick K. H. feck, .» Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

at 2, Sussex-street, Warwick » the wife 

R. Hai Barrister-at-Law, of a deeghtr ter. 

at Riversdale- 


aay Aigbarth, near Liverpool, 
ton, Doves, the wife of De Castro 


rtfield, Paignt 
a ., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 
MUIRE EAD—On. March 12, at 61, Northumberland- -street, Edinburgh, 
James Muirhead, Esq., Advocate, of a daughter. 


the wife of 


te, 
eS March 17, at 64, Tipper Berkeley-street, Portman-sq 


nt 
mons, of a daugiiter = 


DEAT 
ATHERTON-—On March 17, in Albert-street, Morni: 
, and sister of the Attorney-General, M.P., in 
Clare, Esq., 


Atherton 
CLARE—On March Hi, Ambrose 


juare, 
» D.C. L., Advocate of Doctors’-com- 


HS. 


her 
Solicitor, of 5, Size-lane, 


London. 
Oe at March 10, Arthur Watkins, eldest child of Lewis W. Care, 


of Berrylands, Surbiton, 


Barrister-at-Law. 
whaNGHaweon March 10, at The Rocks, near Bath, ny, Caper 
mice Ty Eaq., one. of bie Migety’s Sedeaeerot-law, tb in the 


xENNEDY~on 


son of Thomas Kennedy, Esq, 


March 14, at. er te Belbem, 1) eldest 


of 26, Chancery 
ae ey retin gpaw eg il,.at Park-street, Ripon, James Sart Robson, 
WES BURY-Oo March 17, in the 6ist year of her age, Lady Westbury, 


the wife of the Lord 


WARNER—On March 8, at his residence, at Winchester, Isaac Warner, 
Solicitor, aged 48 ‘ : 


Enq., 





mores pracy ge mp 
Stock herslofore standing in the following Names sill be 


innate rr ie Portas angie tan, eles ner Caan 


Claimants appear 


wren nr PM dove eg. 





ee ee. 


(Advertiséd th the Londen Gasette, 
Garw, Evsasera, Priors, ae 
Leemington Spinster. right, 


Se ta tional 





gts i athe: No. 31, Lunsdown-erescent; let at £100 per annum. 
Freeh ot aioe No, 32, Lansdown-crescent; let at £105 per annum. 
Freehold held reldeto, No, 33, Lansdown-crescent; let at £100 per ahnum. 


By Mr. T. Srepuens 
Freehold house and Shop, pe Reni at yer with residence adjoining ; 
let at £31 10s. per annum.—Sold for £1,370, 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


BH indings-up of Joint Stock Compantes, 
Faway, March 13, 1863, 
Ustimtrep in Caanceay. 

Doncaster Permanent Benefit Building and Investment Society.—Order to 
wind up, March 11, _V.C. Wood has fixed March 25, at 1.30, for the 
appointment of an Official Liquidator of this Company. 

Lamitep In CHANCERY. 

Bristol and Forest of Dean Coal Company (Limited).—Creditors are, on or 
before April 9, to send their names and addresses, and particulars of 
their debts or claims, and the names and addresses of their solicitors, 
to George Thomas, of Bristol, Public Accountant, who has been ap- 
pointed Official Liquidator of this Company. 

quate 


. 





National Credit and Exchange Company (Limited). ay Cc. 
has fixed March 23 at 12, for the appointment of an Official 


of this Company. 
Touespay, March 17, 1863. 
Luwtrep in Caancery, 
Cheshire Patent Salt Company (Limited),—-Order to wind up, March 9. 
V. C, Kindersley, 


Creditors — & 23 Dist, cap. 35, 


Fata, March, 13, 1863. 
Burthwick, Merri Penrith, Cumberland, Widow. March 31, Varty. 
Dixon, Benj, es whe te ea Flour Factor. May 6; Hilleary, Fen- 
church-bidgs, Fench 


Dixon, Rbt, Down-cottages, Seeerah Shacklewell, Middix, Flonr Factor. 
May 6. Hilleary, Fenehurch-bldgs, Feacharch-st 
ag oy ho ta ged wap et 4 lapel Arana Middix, Widow. May 2. 
incoln’s-inu-fiel 
aeun Ann, Grange-villas, wale ‘s-rd, ston, Spinster. April 15, 
Drake, Down-cottages, Shacklewell-lane, ads.” 
Evans, Thos, Congleton, Chester, House Steward.’ April 30. Shaen & 


Bedford-row, Holborn. 

Mills, Charlotte, Sou in, Spinster. April 15,. Vallance & Vallance 
Essex-st, Strand, and Dryden, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

iene, sehe, Gainsborough, Plumber. April 7, Heaton & Oldman 


shirtclite, Eliz, Sheffield, Widow. | April 18; Fernell, Sheffield. 
Toespay, March 17, 1863 
Bremner, Alexander, Albion-rd, Holloway, Civil Engineer. May 10. 
Nicholson, Lime-st, London. 


Dowding, John, Bishops Froome, Hereford, Gent, May 1. Evans & Bed- 
A... Baw, eal Berks, Esq. April 12. eg Ae bet 
W, ng 
es redk, Norton Bensore: near Ripon, Esq. dg eng § 
ford 


Pike, John, Fisherton Anger, Wilts, Gent, July 9, Sutton, Salisbury. 


Prosse phemg po em sggrr Agent. April 25, rer, Lpool, 
analy Us oa pril 23. "nase L ” ’ 
sina. Ann aa Villas, Upper Holloway, May |, Hilliard 


room Sene West near Ryde, Isle of Wight, Esq. June 24. Hare 
rison, & Co, Bedford-row. 


Creditors under estates om Chancery. 


} df 13, 1863. 
Francis Turner, aaah London, Wine Merehant. April 
9. Sayres v. Borrett, 
Bee ean fo Was ne con Wood anes Bee. 
Elliot, Wm, ye My pelt 38 Wyn v. Gawerts: V. C. Stuart. 
Hardy, Edw, Sharow, Ripon, Sink, Was. dose Hardy v. Moore, M.R. 

A Pe Brepes Village, Oldbury, Victualler. April lo, Burleigh v. 
— Rev. Francis honed rg Sussex, Clerk, April 14, Harrison: 


Trovter, V. C. 
iy Bart, Tichborne-perk, Hants April 


"4 oui ao, We Went. t, V. 0. Stuart. 


4 MR 
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Tomar, March 17, 1863. 
ge ter met aa ea 
J N 4 
conning ino, Glinton, , Rrdhmptn, Labourer pil ¥: Saee 
" Secenvente for Beuekt of Gxenttars, 
Farwar, March 13, 1868. 
aaune. yen’ Ashton-under-Lyne, Builder, Feb 16. Lord, Ashton- 
Totspay, March 17, 14638, 


Da Back, 
vies, Rees, Cwm 8t Clear’s, Carmarthen, Draper, Feb. Hen- 


Freeman, Wm, Repley, York, Bricklayer. March 7. Hitet & Capes, 


March 13. edie, Coste, 
poly ty "Grocer. Nov it Bristol. 
Furniture Broker. Deo Hen- 


Derds regi relat pursuant to Banktuptey Met, 1861. 
Frat, March 13, 1863, 
ee Francis, Lpool, Attorney-at-Law. Feb 4. Comp. on 


Bamforth, Wm Hy, Rochdale, Greengrocer. 
Besjminy Abra, Bevis Mare, Landen, Watchmaker, ri “ 
a war ang March 9 er Re , 

e 9. 

Edmund Victoria * ’ 
Somatercl Traveller. Fe 21, Cour, eg March th 
Pir Le Aldermanbury, Warchouseman. Sb ia Comp. Reg 

wee pir ore vowed Feb 13. - March 12, 
Peay wi Wi, Neweni Salesman, Feb 16. March 12. 
Types, Babd Hanae pani Draper. ee Asat, Reg 


tL eh Sinem: hn Feb 16. Asst. Reg 
Eugen, See Mathes. Peagten, Sala, Fee. Feb 24. Asst, Reg 
Gate, Joh, New Slenford, Lincoln, Cordwainer, Feb9. Conv. Reg 
Grishow, Bay Cork, Denton, Lancaster, Mechanic. Feb 13, Asst, Reg 
Hall, Vrog, Penny, Manorbier, Pembroke, Grocer, Feb 13, Asst, Reg 
bah Ei, Tar Neath Hi, Dudley, Pork Butcher's Assistant. March 4. 


Marwood, Elsa, Over Darwen, Lancaster, Jer Jan 24, Asst. Reg 


York, G A ag oh Asst. Mareh 9. 
Beevers or for Borde t, Brewer. Feb wits Somp. Reg 
Bache, Gilbert, Ticknall, Derby, Victualler. Feb1l, Cony, Reg 


Jones, John, Bath, Linen Draper. Feb 18. Asst. March 1 
Jones, Sen og meer Willenhall, 8 Timber 

Jonon, Bos Eorkas Ci use, Tunbridge Wells, Getit, Feb 12, Asst. 
Lake John, 


Surrey, Builder. Feb 11. 
nae. se  Vexctmreh-#, Merchant, a ey 5 Goo rll “Reg 
Powis, Litto, ‘Wolverhampton, Ale Merchant, Feb27, Asst. Reg 


Robinson, Jab, iMdtich, Baker, Feb 17. 10. 
Beton, Jo p Groger. Fel Fob 12. ny See * 


il, 

aN 8 

en Dordbury, Ganra Deter Fob 12. face 
Rare rakin Citmastgan, Boctibieae: Ona 

me , Chard, Sometect, Tea Merchant, March 2. Cony, sa 

b> ig: mt 17, 1863. 

rosvenor-3q, Middix, 


were: ny Mra Coach Maker. March 
tee Oe vg ‘Thos, Jarrow, ier peak tantee se iaae ree. “ear 


Feb 20. “Asst,” Beg March 


fat 
sce ar a" nal eae 


77 pepenoenlonacnecaly Feb 14. 
Jct, dete Shion, beth 8 Cp og Marth 

0! 7 

Sass, 28, Sen eee near Pontypridd, Grocer. March 11. Comp. 


somes, Wan, & W ane gh Senior, Kingston-upon-Hull, Builders. 
eect a Wena, ma et 
Lavean’ Peter, Tandon fe | 18. Asst. 












bie la 


eon ie 
Ses ee a 


Aknos, Chas, Hi Hall- «pl, Paddington, Horse 
Dealer, Pet March 11 (for pau). rs 30 at 11. Kiri. 
Armes, Ben), King-st, Chapel-s, 8 Baker. Pet 9, March 


{ 
Ballard, John, Sea Ee eS ee 
ak. Doyle, Veraltin tadge bidgs, Gray’s-inn, for Delasaux, Canter- 


Barber, Sarah, Feston-sow Walworth-rd, Surrey, Tailoress, March 
12. ‘March 24 at 3, Lewis & Ely-place. sis 

Middix, Clerk. Pet March H 

Binnie, Thon Bromley, Kant, Fuuberodger. Pet March 9. March 94 at 

Davies, lane. : * 


Butler, # , New Walworth, Surrey, Dealer in Furs, Pet Feb 28 . 
March 23 at 5 


ies 

e' 

— aca ma panier, Pet March 9 
Warner, Matilda, vist dhe, “9, March 31 ath. 


Winterborne, hoe ¢ Builders. 
boeat. anh sba8et Soa i 
Wilson, Robt, John’s-ter, 

pene. Pet March 9, arch shark. Bal an tan eee 


To Surrender in the Country. 

Banks, Wm Liverpool, Metal Broker. Pet March 9. Liverpo 
pee pi Conway, Lpool. 
Beardsley, Edmund, Leong Joiner. Pet March 11; Derby, 


27 at 12, Leeeh, 
J Pet March 9, 


Se Pet March 19, Sheffield, April | at 
Rome pe rete 9 wage Pet March 9 (for pan). 

Hull, March 20 at 11,30, . Reed, 
Land, done, Rachdate: ‘out of business. Pet March 9...Manch, 
out of Pet . 
Loveridge, " sme caall business. March 7. 


Mat 
Markwick, Wick, Job, Waterloo, Hore Conchmaker Pet Marca 9. Brigh- 
ae ae techn 
ba ok Porn yanenty Bry, Dea, Lie W Fok See. Pet 
Tailor, Pet March 11. South- 


Pet March 7, Southam. 
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Parkin, Norman Bennett, Sh: 
Sheffield, March'25 at 2. Sreatbent, Sheffield. 

Ratliff, Hy "Geo, Droylsden, nr Maneh, out of business. Pet March 11. 
Salford, March 28 at 9.30. Swan, Manch. 

Rix, Chas, Felstead, Essex, Baker, Pet March 9. Dunmow, March 25 at 
10. Cardinall, Halstead. 

Rymell, Wm, Hampton, Arden, oer 35. Pet March 9. Birm, 
March 27 at 12. James & Co, Birm 

Sneath, Chas, St Clement Without, Norwich, Lace Maker. ‘Pet March 7. 

Norwich, March 30 at il. Sadd, Norwich. 

Solca, Joseph, & ogg Kingston-upon- pei betes Opp Te. 
Pet Feb 26 Oren Hull, March Wat I atll. Reed, H 

Southall, John, » Worcester, Farmer. Pet March 11, 
April 13 at 12, ‘witson, 

Thomas, Hy Wm, Worcete, Boot Maker. Pet March 11, Birm, March 
27 at 12. Wright, Bi 

Vellacott, Wm, avon Devon, Victualler. Pet March 4 (for pau). 


Exeter, March 25 at 11. Flond, Exeter. 

Williams, John, Lantrissant, Glamorgan organs, Boot Ma Maker. Pet March 9. 
nt 

Pet March 11, Leeds, March 


Pontypridd, March 26 at 11, Thomas, 

Wilkinson, Jas, Huddersfield, Engraver. 
30atll. Haigh, H , and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 

Wright, Wm, Barnard Castle, Durham, Linen Draper. Pet March 5. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March 25 at 11 *30. B |, Burham 


Young, Geo, Chester-le-street, Du Pet March i. 
castie-upon-Tyne, March 25 at 12. Story, ewcastle-on-Tyne. 


4 Togspay, March 17, 1863, 
To Surrender in London. 
Baston, Hy, St Agnes-ter, Shenetinse) Sahay Raa Pet March 
13. ‘March 3lati2. Terry, ay 
Davisen, Jas Peter, & Gerritt Peter Seven, Limehouse- cause’ Middix, 
Outfitters. Pet March 13. April 2 = ll. Abbott, St ‘acho, Gt 


Prescott-st. 

Dimmock, Chas, Cable-st, Wellclose-sq, Whitechapel, Grocer. Pet March 
13. March 30 at 12. Holt, Quality-ct, Chancery-lane. 

Dohoo, Godfrey Cornelius, Connaught-ter, Edgeware-rd, Paddington, 
Tobacconist. Pet March 12. April2at 31. Wood, Bucklersbury. 

Eager, Robt, Hotwells, Bristol, Horse Dealer. March 9. March 30 at 11. 


fideo’ Wm, Thornham Parva, Suffolk, Farmer. Pet March 12. March 
30 at 12. Pollard, Ipswich, and Shirriff & Son, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Fischer, John Michael, Hermes-st, Pentonville-rd, out of business, Pet 
March 14.. April 2 at 11. Silvester, Gt Dover-st, Newington. 

Garcia, Daniel, King-st, St Ego spl, Aldgate, Fruiterer. Pet March 13, 
March 30 at 11.. Hare, Old Jewry. 

Gashion, Saml, Lower-st, Islington, Middlx, Dealer in Marine Stores. Pet 
March 12, March 31 atl, Lewis & Sons, Wilmington-sq 

Hayes, Chas, Gt College-st, Camden Town, Perfumer. Pet March 13. 
March 30 at 11, Greaves, Gray’s-inn-; ws Gray’s-inn. 

Hood, Sam!, Upper Thames-st, London, Iron Merchant.. Pet March 11. 
Mareh 30 at 12. Linklaters & mice, Walbrook. 

James, Wm, York-pl, Upper Mitcham, Surrey, pete to a Chemist. 
Pet March 12 (for pau). March 31 at 12, Aldridge & Bromley. 

Jones, Morris, Mitre-st, Milk-st ,Cheapside, Woollen Pipwheneenes, 
March 13. March 31 at 1. 

Kerrison, Jas, Timber-hill, Norwich, Grocer. Pet March 12. March 30 
atl. Doyle, Verulam- buildings, Gray’s-inn, for Sadd, Norwich. 

Lazarus, Sam! Mark, Barnes-pl, Mile aed out of business. Pet March 
16 (for pau). April2 at 12. Aldrid, 

Lenzberg, Louis, .Oxford-st, Midélx, Dersien Pole Manufacturer. Pet 
March 13. March 30 at 1. Woolf, -st, Cheapside. 

Morrall, John Jas, Eden-pl, Old Kent-rd, Dresser, Pet March 12. 
March 31 atl3. W er $s 

Pearman, Geo, Henley-on -on. Thames, Pet March 12. March 
30 atll. Berkeley & Calcott, Tioemteems 's-inn- “fields, and seg gd's Henley. 

Peirson, Sami, Furnishing Pet March 
11. March 30 at 1. Lawrance & Co, Old Jew: 

Pe ass Oxford-st, Middix, Tailor, Pet March 14. 
March 31 ati. Hill, Basi 

a John, River-st, York-rd, King’s-cross, Middix, Gas Meow on the 

G.N.R. Pet March 13. March 30 at 11. Marshall & Son, Hatton- 


Reed, Wm, Bermondsey-sq, St Mary Magdalen, Surrey, Baker. Pet March 
12, March 3i at 12. Voord, Pinner’s Hall, Old Bruad-st, 

Renwick, Rueben, Gracechurch-st, Stationer, Pet March 11. March 30 
at 12, & Dorman, Gresham-st. 

Robinson, Joseph Galiffe, Delamere-crescent, Paddington, Retired Lieu- 
So H.E.LC.S. Pet March 12. March 3i.at 12. Harrisons, 

a 

Rushworth, Geo, Acre-ter, New-rd, Wandsworth-rd, Mason. Pet March 
13. March 30 at 11. Dubois, Coleman-st. 

Sparham, Hy Millis, hall-st, genie -Law. Pet March 6, March 
30 at1l. Thomson & Son, Cornh' 

Strange, Fredk Wm, Hatfield, Hereford, Straw Hat Mannfacturer. Pet 
March 14. March 30 at 11. Marshall & Son, Hatton-garden, 

Thorne, Jas Hy, Chester-st, Pimlico, Comm Agent. Pet March is. March 
30 at 2. Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry. 

Walton, Wm Pitt, Bury-st, Bloomsbury, a out of business. Pet 
March 13, March 30at 1. Woolf, King-st. 

Wood, Robt, Woodchester-st, Harrow-rd, Stone Mason. Pet 
March 13 (for pau), March3i at 12, Aldridge & lo 

Woodman, Thos Peter, High-st, Sandgate, out of business. March 6. 
March 30 Nichols & Clark, Cook's-court, Lincoln’s-inn. 

To Surrender in the Country. 
Allan, Matthew, Boston Spa, York, Seed Merchant, Pet March 6. Leeds, 


March 27 at 11. Simpson, Leeds, 
ae oe Be Bristol, Clerk, Fet March 13. Bristol, March 27 at 
Brooking, Bi 
Bury, April 2 at 11. 


ristol. 
Aut, Jo Seouhan, Bury, Grocer, Pet March 11, 
Baker, Jas, rb Shoe Maker. Pet March 13. Lpool, March 3) at 11. 
Henry, Lpool. 
Basford,.Wm, Dale Hall, Burslem, Stafford, Brick Maker. March 13. 
Birm, April 10 at 12, cane, Yoke Birm. we 
» Castlef Innkeeper. March 14. : Leeds, 
bradley, Castleford, and Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 


, Arthur 
April :3 at 11. 


effield, Cabinet Case Maker, Pet March 6. 


Birm, : 





mata ce ML ns atta 


poe gpa 
Re ee ee en ee 
Borssy, Daniel, Bolton, Cart Sheet Manufacturer, Pet March 12. Bolton, 
March 28 at 10. rim ek tg 
Bushell, Alfred, Market Gardener. Pet March 13, Sandwich, 


March 28 at 12. Mouril: Sandwich 
Stanton, out of business. Pet March 


St Wiltshire, 
13. Chi ham, March 28 at 10. ee baat 
be y Dixon, Bristol, Pawnbroker, Pet March 14. Bristol, March 


Cron, John, & Thos Crook, Chorley, Lancaster, Fish Dealers. Pet March 


Masel, Aves 9 , Manch. 
Sastol, Gommmercial Traveller, March 9, Bristol, March 27 
. Bevan eC Co, Bristol Bristol 
Beit Geen ergwonth. Grese._ Bot aod Bevan & Co ‘eal. 
a way, 
Freebody, Jane, Oe Chester, Torker arch 9. Toot tiers 
30 at 3. Sg & Co 


March 12. Bristol, 


Griffiths, Joseph, 
Ludlow, April 15 at 11. Weyman, Ludlow. 
Groocock, Joseph, Ashted, Birm, File and Tool Grinder. Pet March 11. 
Birm, April 13 at 10. Il & Son, Birm. 
Wm, Pucklechurch, nr Chi we Gloucester, Nailer. 


Hay Dealer. Pet March 16, Birm, 
i. 10 at 12, Mitton, bees 
. Bromsgrove, Worcester, Baker. Pet March 13, Birm, 
wap igat at 12, Southall ! & Nelson, Birm. 
Sam!, Rawden, nr Otley, York, Cloth Weaver. Pet March 7. 
aoe March 28 at 12. Harle, 
Hudson, Thus, Fleetwood, Lancaster, Fishmonger. ig homens 12, Lpool, 
March 27 at 12, Clarkson, pa Migstvoul, and Haigh & 
of business. Pet March 11. Covtalry, March 


Brittan, 
Kinsey, Geo Baker, Bardwell, Suffolk, — Pet March 11, Bury St. 
Edmunds, March 25 at 10. Walpole, Beyto 
“Leach, Geo, Norton, Durham, Painter. Pet March 14, Stockton, March 
30 at 1.. Richmond, Stockton, 
ay oak Lpool, Butcher. Pet March 12. Lpool, March 31 at 3. 


widaieten amg gm out of business, Pet March 13. 
Birm, Apel | 10 ati2. Parry, Bi 
ote 7m Potatoes Dealer. Pet March 13, Bolton, April 1 at 


oulhint eseu Basford ‘ottingham, Bleacher, Pet March 14, Not- 
tingham, April 1 at Ti Cowie & Everall, Nottii 

Oultram, aonert. Dyet. nr age & W Chester, Builder, "Pet March 14. 
a at ye ine, Lpool. 

ew March 9. Cardiff, Match 28 at 11. 


Rees, es Roath, nr Cardiff, Tailor. 

Roebuck, U War Mawsrs: awksworth, oe Oper, Teh, Papen Pet 
March 7. Oiey, March 28 at 12, Hatle, Leeds 

Rowsell, Sam], Buckland, St. Mary, Somerset, Carpenter. Pet March 13. 

rata Mark 30 at 10, Paall hima peniester 

ase, 


, Cann fford, Innkeeper. Pet. Walsall, 
March 25 at it. Wilkinson, jun, Wale. 
Pad. John, Ellacombe, Torquay, Caspenttt Pet Feb 28. Newton- 


bbot, March 31 at 11. Carter, Torqua: 
subt, 4 m, Torquay, Carpenter. Pet Fed 28. Newton Abbot, March 31 
at Il. 


Carter, 
Steckwell, Geo Hieber, Huntingdon, Talo, Pet March 13, Hunting- 
don, March 28 at 10. Hunt, Cam 
Taylor, Edward, Luton, Bookseller. Pet March 13. Luton, March 28 at 
Simpson, St Albans. 
ag Thos, Pyle and Kenfig 
B March 28 at 11. Tripp, Swansea. 
Wallis, Anthony, Monet) Remreelipe, Pet Feb 13(forpau). Manch, April 
6 at. 9.30. Gardner, Ma 
Waterworth, Hartley, Barnoldswick, York, Greengrocer, Pet March 5. 
Pa ay Fo March 27 at 11. Robinson, Skipton. 
any ge “Hertford, Bricklayer. Pet March 9. ‘Royston 
wage | ai Bowker, Bishop's Stor 
moot, Vine Met a Pet. March 13. Salford, March 38 


at 9.30. Dawson, 
Williams, Wm, Dowlais, yr Tydfil, ow Pet Mareh 14, Merthyr 
Tydfil, hn t Merthyr" Tydt 


Portsea, Caulker 3 De 
th, March 27 at 11. Padard, Fortase. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Faiwar, March 13, 1863. 
Birt, Wm Jacob, Norfolk Hotel, Paddington, Gent. Feb 26. 


—— 17, y 


4 . 


Torspay 
Braithwaite, John Walker, Chi; 
Mavoden, Ge Chas, Kirkburton, 





rry, Thos, Cork, Grocer. To murr Mat $4; ah Apell 
David Roche, & by Hy Browning, Buttervant, Cork, a 


Mt yes Sg he lag 
To surr Mar 27 popes geen 


April 1 
Jas, Granard, adage of 
in, Tailor. To surr Mar 
, John, rr ta Victualler. ae To oar Mas at pril fi. 
Mallon, Enniskillen, Boot: T 24 and April 14, ; 
‘Leary, Rbt, Dublin, Grocer. Te eure Mar 94 
_ Rathfarnham, Dublin, Vena To sur Mareh 24 and 
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